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PROCEEDINGS HELD ON 30 JULY 2026   

CHAIRPERSON :    Good morning,  Ms Segeels -Ncube.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Good morning,  Chai r.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Good morning,  Mr Ramatsekisa .  

ADV RAMATSEKISA :    Good morning,  Chai r  and the  

Commissioners .    

CHAIRPERSON :    And good morning,  Ms Ramsamy.   Thank 

you.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Chai r.   Chai r,  before  

…[intervenes] .  10 

CHAIRPERSON :    You are st i l l  under your  former oath.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.    

DRUSHANTHA RAMSAMY :    (s t i l l  under oath)  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Chai r,  before Ms Ramsamy 

begins par t  two o f  her  ev idence,  there are th ree pre l iminary  

issues that  we want  to  address.   The f i rs t  is ,  insofar  as  

documentat ion is  concerned,  there are st i l l  some documents  

that  need to be inc luded in  the bundle,  but  that  comes la ter  

on in  her  ev idence,  and we wi l l  supplement  the bundles  20 

e i ther  dur ing the tea adjournment  or  at  lunch .   I t  is  just  that  

cer ta in requi rements had to be met  in  order  for  us to  have 

access to those documents .    

 And then the second th ing is  that  the wi tness wants  

to  address the Commission on her  demeanour as a wi tness,  
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which she feels i t  is  important  to  just  expla in some of  her  

expressions for  purposes.   Just  to  g ive  context ,  she feels 

that  i t  is  an important  aspect .   I  th ink she has looked at  

what  the comments have been on socia l  media,  and she 

real ly  wants the Commission to just  hear her  out  on that .    

 And then the th i rd aspect  i s  that  Chai r  wi l l  recal l  

that  the wi tness had star ted her  ev idence regard ing why she 

thought  the why me quest ion,  why she was chosen to. . .   

Why she th inks she was chosen to work on the  pro ject  

Divers ion Mat ters ,  and she star ted her  ev idence f rom the 10 

f i rs t  sect ion 27 that  she had been involved in .   She wants to  

go back in  t ime f rom the t ime that  she actual ly  s ta r ted at  

IDAC,  because she th inks there is  some important  context  

there that  wi l l  expla in why she was even chosen and the 

c i rcumstances wi th in which she was chosen even for  the 

f i rs t  sect ion 27  mat ter  that  she was involved in .   So those 

are the pre l iminary mat ters,  Chai r.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.   I  am being over ru led ,  but  I  

do not ,  personal ly,  I  do not  th ink  i t  is  necessary for  Ms 

Ramsamy to. . .   I  thought  I  sa id  so.   What  d id I  say?   20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Johnson.  

CHAIRPERSON :    I  d id  not  even hear mysel f .   Apologies,  

Ms Ramsamy.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you,  Chai r.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Personal ly,  I  do not  th ink i t  is  necessary  
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for  you to expla in yoursel f .   I  am not  on socia l  media,  but  

people do share what  i s  out  there wi th me.   Somet imes I  wi l l  

be cur ious and scro l l  down and not  look only at  what  was 

sent  to  me and somet imes I  wi l l  see nasty th ings said about  

me.   I  do not  care.   I f  you were to  care about  those a l l  the  

t ime,  you would go mad .   So,  personal ly,  I  honest ly  do not  

th ink you need to expla in yoursel f .   But  my co -

Commissioners feel  o therwise,  so I  wi l l  le t  you  do tha t .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you,  Chai r.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.  10 

MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you,  Commissioners .   Wi th  regards 

to the demeanour,  I  have reached a point  emot ional ly  where 

I  would rather  laugh or  smi le  a t  the c i rcumstances,  as  

ser ious as i t  is ,  than cry,  and I  do  not  want  to  seem l ike I  

am a v ic t im by cry ing whi le  I  am t ry ing to assist  the 

Commission in  the i r  f ind ings .   So,  I  do ask for  

understanding that  i t  has been a very tough road  and I  am 

choosing not  to  be emot ional .   So,  i f  I  do smi le  or  i f  I  do 

laugh under cer ta in ser ious topics,  p lease forg ive me .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I  do  not  th ink i t  is  the  20 

Commission 's fo rg iveness that  you are seeking,  but . . .    

CHAIRPERSON :    You see?   

MS RAMSAMY :    To the publ ic  at  large .   I t  a lso ,  i t  came 

across,  or  the comments were tha t  I  was being v indict i ve 

and I  was enjoying the downfa l l .   I  was not .   When I  speak 
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about  cer ta in th ings,  I  remember the c i rcumstances in  

which,  and I  wi l l  expla in that  aspect  and what  was done and 

what  was said and how i t  was said .   And so,  I  t ry  to  rather  

laugh about  i t  than cry about  i t .  

CHAIRPERSON :    What  I  wi l l  say to you is  that  wi th  

comments on soc ia l  media,  my sense is  that  you can never 

win.   Even where preponderant ly  comments are posi t i ve,  

there wi l l  be the few negat ive comments .   I f  you le t  those 

get  to  you,  then you are in  t rouble.  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  th ink i t  was more the response of  the 10 

off ice I  have to re turn to .    

CHAIRPERSON :    The off ice .    

MS RAMSAMY :    The off i ce.  

CHAIRPERSON :    I  th ink Ms Segeels-Ncube ment ioned 

socia l  media.  

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  is  both .   I t  is  both,  but  I  mean,  

obviously,  they are  a lso reading i t  and I  am get t ing  

messages f rom the off ice .    

CHAIRPERSON :    So,  I  assume,  asking fo r,  what  d id you 

say,  pardon?  No,  I  am not  sure of  the word you used.  20 

MS RAMSAMY :    Forg iveness.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Forg iveness.   I  am not  sure that  that  is  

d i rected to us because I  do not  th ink there is  anyth ing to 

forg ive.   Ja,  I  see my col leagues nodding .   So,  f rom where 

we are s i t t ing,  we see you have not  done anyth ing wrong .    
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MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you.   Thank you,  Chai r.   Thank you,  

Commissioners.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Those who may be of  the v iew that  you 

d id wrong,  they do hear you .   I  hope they wi l l  forg ive  you.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you,  Chai r.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Chai r.   And then the 

second aspect ,  the th i rd aspect ,  regard ing the why me 

quest ion.   You wanted to e labora te and go back in  t ime 

ear l ie r  than the f i rs t  sect ion 27(1) .    10 

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   Chai r,  Commissioners,  I  s ta r ted 

at  IDAC when i t  was st i l l  ID on the 1 s t  o f  March 2023.   I  d id  

ind icate that  I  was g iven a lphabet  soup in  the sense that  we 

were short -s taffed and I  was g iven a lo t  o f  pro jects .   By the 

end of  Apr i l ,  I  was in  the process of  f ina l i s ing two 

invest igat ions and draf t ing charge sheets,  e t  cetera ,  for  two 

mat ters in  under  e ight  weeks or  seven weeks .   And af ter  

speaking to my former DDPP,  he reminded me that ,  or  h is  

words were,  once you star t  showing your gr i t ,  Mr Perumal 's  

team, the Eastern Cape team, had approached Adv ocate 20 

Johnson and asked that  I  now jo in the i r  team as a  

prosecutor.  

CHAIRPERSON :    And why is  i t  ca l led the Eastern Cape 

team?   

MS RAMSAMY :    When I  s ta r ted,  they were st i l l  under  
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secondment  and they were being housed in  a DPP's off ice 

in  Eastern Cape .   They were not  permanent ly  based in  

Pretor ia .   They are st i l l  not  permanent ly  based in  Pretor ia .   

They st i l l  do t ravel .   So we referred to them, or  they were  

referred to as the Eastern Cape team .  There  was a  

prosecutor  that  was deal ing wi th a l l  the i r  mat ter s and i t  was 

13 mat ters that  had been p laced on the ro l l  a l ready.  

 When I  got  the  SMS or  the  WhatsApp,  i t  was not  

f rom Advocate Johnson d i rect ly.   I t  was f rom the senior  

State Advocate  on those mat ters,  who had in formed me i t  i s  10 

an inst ruct ion of  the ID that  you are now placed on th is  

team in these mat ters .   I  had approached my Deputy 

Di rector,  and I  had asked h im,  but  now you are adding,  I  

have a l ready got  seven cases that  are mine that  I  now need 

to work on,  and I  am being added to mat ters that  a re 

a l ready on the court  ro l l  that  I  have to p lay catch up ,  and I  

was to ld i t  is  the ID 's inst ruct ions .    

 And I  must  be honest ,  when I  s ta r ted work ing wi th  

the Eastern Cape team, you knew,  you are st i l l  learn ing 

personal i t ies,  and I  d id  f ind them to  be competent .   There is  20 

a saying in  our  off ice that  Mr Perumal  can sel l  you sugar  

f rom your own tea.   He is  very ar t icu late .   He would make 

you bel ieve that  th is  is  going in  th is  d i rect ion .   So I  d id ,  I  

d id  t rust  the team in …[intervenes] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    So in  the Eastern Cape team, as you cal l  
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i t ,  i t  was Mr Perumal  and who e lse ?   

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  is  Mr Perumal ,  i t  is  Mr –  I  wi l l  g ive  you 

the composi t ion f rom 2023 .   I t  is  Mr Perumal ,  who is  the 

leader,  i t  is  Mr Bel lochun,  Mr Mbalo,  Mr Mazibokwana,  and 

there was a Warrant  Off icer  Wi l l iams,  but  he has recent ly  

been boarded off  or  ret i red,  something to that  effec t .   So i t  

was that ,  and then i t  was the senior  State Advocate .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Did they not  have thei r  own DDP,  

DDPP?   

MS RAMSAMY :    I  a l luded to i t ,  but  I  wi l l  ad dress i t  now.   10 

When i t  came to  that  team, they would even bypass the  

DDPP.  They would go d i rect ly  to  Advocate Johnson wi th  

everyth ing,  even author isat ions,  lack  of  author isat ions,  

enro lment  documents,  e t  cetera .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    I  hear  that ,  that  is  how they behaved .   

But  s t ructura l l y  …[intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes,  Advocate Louw was our  DDPP for  the 

secur i t y  c luster  …[intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    So . . . [ ind ist inct ] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   20 

ADV BALOYI SC :    He was thei r  DDPP ? 

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  thank you.  

CHAIRPERSON :    And not  based in  the Eastern Cape ?   

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  we were based in  Pretor ia .   And then I  
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had var ious in teract ions wi th Advocate Johnson based on 

my previous test imony wi th regards to  the addendum, rather  

than doing a brand new 28 .   I  had in formed the Commission  

about  my approach on the second mat ter  where I  was in  the  

process of  d raf t ing the charge sheet .  

 So when I  was ca l led in  Ju ly for  the f i rs t ,  Ju ly 2023,  

for  the f i rs t  sect ion 27 refer ra l  tha t  I  make re ference to and 

how i t  was done in  my f i rs t  s tatement ,  i t  was mysel f  and 

another  State Advocate  who star ted  on the same day as me .  

We both star ted on the 1 s t  o f  March 2023,  and he a lso,  he is  10 

a very good prosecutor.   We were spoken about  in  

management  meet ings about  the work,  the input ,  the  hard  

work that  we were  doing at  that  t ime .    

 I t  is  in  Ju ly 2023 that  I  rea l i sed that  i f  I  may just  

quote,  when Capta in McClean found out  that  I  was going to 

be work ing wi th Advocate Johnson so  c losely and wi th the 

Easte rn Cape team, because he had previously worked wi th  

them and because I  was work ing on mul t ip le  mat ters wi th  

h im,  he cal led me aside and he spoke .   We had co ffee and 

he said to  me,  you are naïve,  and I  agreed.    20 

 I  was new to the envi ronment .   IDAC was very new 

to me.   I  was coming f rom the Regional  Courts.   This was a 

specia l ised uni t  that  had i ts  own set  of  ru les .   And he said 

to  me i f  you do not  be carefu l ,  i f  you do not  ensure that  you 

document  and you,  they wi l l  ru in  your career.   And so,  in  a 
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way,  i t  opened my eyes to observ ing more than bel iev ing ,  

but  I  be l ieve  that  because in  2023 in  Ju ly,  when we received 

the f i rs t  27,  the only other  one that  I  deal t  wi th ,  I  had the  

support  o f  B inang Temane,  or  Temane Binang and Mantsha 

Raphesu.    

 So,  whenever Mr  Perumal  t r ied to  deviate  or  t r ied  

to,  what  is  the word that  Mr Raphesu used,  run t r i cks,  the  

three of  us backed each other  to  ensure that  the 

invest igat ion was in  l ine and lawfu l .   So,  when I  spoke 

about  being chosen for  th is  Divers ion Pro ject ,  in  h indsight ,  10 

now that  I  have looked at  a l l  the evidence and I  have 

replayed conversat ions between mysel f  and Advocate  

Johnson as wel l  as Mr Perumal ,  I  am of  the opin ion that  

they were at tempt ing to groom me into a prosecutor  that  

would fo l low that  l ine of  march.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And when you say tha t  l ine of  

march,  what  do you mean ?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Do as you are to ld,  but  p rosecute wi th the  

sk i l l  that  you have .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   So basica l l y,  Mr Perumal  20 

would be cal l ing  the shots and you must  just  do th e  

prosecutor ia l  aspect  of  i t .   Ut i l ise your sk i l l ,  but  do not  ask 

quest ions.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  



    5 AUGUST 2026 – DAY 154 
 

Page 10  o f  224  

 

 

MS RAMSAMY :    That  is ,  in  h indsight ,  that  i s  how I  am 

si t t ing back and looking at  i t .   And I  wi l l  e laborate on why I  

say th is  and the th ings that  were said to  me towards 

February 2025 when we star t  wi th  my statements.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    You referred  to Mr B inang and Mr 

Raphesu,  so they were par t  o f  the  Perumal  team that  you 

are now being roped in to ?   

MS RAMSAMY :    No.   One of  the  bones of  content ion in  

2023 a l ready was that  when Advocate Johnson compi led the 

team for  the 27 in  2023,  she had complete ly excluded Mr  10 

Perumal 's  team members,  o r  the subord inates ,  and she had 

handpicked Mr Raphesu and Mr B inang.   At  that  point ,  they 

were report ing to Mr Roelofse,  or  Colonel  Roelofse .    

 They la ter  s tar ted  report ing to Mr Perumal  and then 

once they star ted  in  Ju ly 2020  –  wel l ,  le t  me put  i t  th is  way,  

in  August /September 2023,  when Mr B inang and Mr  

Raphesu star ted object ing to the t r ickery of  Mr Perumal  –  I  

am quot ing the  word  –  and the shortcuts in  invest igat ions 

and t ry ing to create a nar rat ive dur ing an invest igat ion ,  i t  

was then in  2023 that  Mr B inang was v ic t imised by Advocate  20 

Johnson and Mr Perumal .   And then when d ivers ion 

happened,  Mr Mlambo and Mr Raphesu were v ic t imised by 

Mr Perumal  when quest ions were being asked .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Mr McClean,  when he spoke to you,  he 

must  have said why.   Did he say why he says to  you be 
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carefu l ,  they wi l l  ru in  your career,  you are being naive ?   

MS RAMSAMY :    He d id not  go in to great  deta i l .   He just  

sa id that  they are  dangerous people and they do not  fo l low 

the ru les .   I  am paraphrasing.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    He d id not  speak to anyth ing in  

par t icu lar  that  was happening in  the envi ronment  that  

makes h im say they are dangerous people ,  you have to be 

carefu l ,  they wi l l  ru in  your career  i f  you are not  carefu l ?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Am I  a l lowed to not  answer that ?   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Wel l ,  I  guess of  in terest  and re levance 10 

to us,  o r  at  least  to  me,  is  how far  bac k do the problems,  

the k ind of  th ings we are looking at  now,  even i f  not  speci f i c  

to  these facts ,  but  is  there an inst i tu t ional  problem ?  This 

about  Cr ime Inte l l igence  and General  Masemola,  a re these 

iso lated,  a new development  when IDAC has been p lay ing  

by the ru les and doing everyth ing r ight  by the book unt i l  

recent ly,  November 2024,  leading to now?  So the warning  

f rom Mr McClean seems to suggest  that  there were 

concerns a l ready by the t ime you jo ined .    

MS RAMSAMY :    Conf i rm,  and I  d id  make ment ion of  i t  in 20 

my f i rs t  s tatement .   I  am t ry ing to be d ip lomat ic  about  th is .   

There are problems …[intervenes] .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    I  am happy to  park i t .   I  am going to 

make a note,  I  would l ike to  come back to g ive  you the  

chance to ref lect  on how you want  to  deal  wi th  i t .    
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MS RAMSAMY :    I  can answer i t  now,  Commissioner.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    You are happy to do that ?   

MS RAMSAMY :    I  wi l l  answer i t  now.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  have done numerous memos about  the 

poor invest igat ion ,  the target ing,  the i r regular  act iv i t ies of  

the Eastern Cape team and the  mat ters that  they have 

enro l led in  IDAC.   I  a lso said to  the Commissioners last  

week that  recent ly  when I  fought  to  receive the  actual  

docket ,  I  found mysel f  and my co -prosecutor,  we found 10 

documentat ion h idden in  the C -c l ip  that  actual ly  exonerated 

the accused and we d id a memo for  the charges to be  

wi thdrawn in  to ta l i ty.   

 I  have a lso a ler ted Advocate Johnson in  wr i t ing to  

the fact  that  mul t ip le  mat ters that  a re enro l led  by Mr  

Perumal 's  team wi th in the IDAC space under Advocate 

Johnson 's cont ro l  f rom 2022 do not  have the  proper  

author isat ion .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    A l l  r ight ,  thank you.   I  wi l l  leave i t  for  

now.   20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Ms Ramsamy,  Mr Perumal  and Mr  

Bel lochun,  they were there before Advocate Johnson 's  

appointment?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   So she found them there ?   
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MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   

CHAIRPERSON :    Your real i sat ion that  what  was requi red of  

you was a p l iab le  or  a mal leable prosecutor,  was that  as a  

resul t  o f  the caut ion by Mr McClean or  was i t  your  own 

real isat ion?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Capta in McClean  gave me the warning in  

Apr i l /May 2023.   I  chose to accept  the warning and proceed 

wi th caut ion ,  but  to  a lso make up my own mind .   Towards 

January,  the end of  January  2025,  I  d id  a le r t  the  10 

Commissioners to  my inst incts k icked in  and my gut  was not  

s i t t ing wel l .   I  was very uneasy about  the events of  

December,  but  in  January 2025 I  came to the conclusion  

that  I  was just  a  puppet .   

 In  the 27 refer ra l  f rom 2023,  af ter  the prosecutor,  

the other  State Advocate  was removed and the Deputy  

Di rector  came on board ,  he provided f i rm ,  a very f i rm hand 

to the invest igat ions and the  manner in  which the 

invest igat ion was conducted ,  to  a  point  where Mr Perumal  

would remind Mr  B inang and Mr Raphesu that  he  is  the i r  20 

commander.   

 So the fact  that  I  had st rong support  in  the fo rm of  

a senior,  that  is  why I  was not  complete ly a le r ted to what  

was happening at  that  point .   I  must  a lso make i t  very c lear  

that  when I  d id  stand up to Mr  Perumal  about  that  27  
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re ferra l ,  and I  cannot  speak to the aspect  that  I  spoke or  

that  s tood up about  because i t  is  sub jud ice ,  Advocate 

Johnson sent  me an emai l  and inst ructed me that  I  had to  

reply to  off ice gossip in  the form of  a memo and preceding 

that  meet ing where mysel f  and Mr B inang in formed 

Advocate Johnson of  the problems that  Mr Perumal ,  or  the 

wrongdoings that  Mr Perumal  was at tempt ing to proceed 

wi th .   

 That  is  what  I  spoke about  where I  was made 

redundant  for  n ine months .   I  was insul ted by Advocate 10 

Johnson in  open meet ings .   I  was basica l l y  to ld  to  –  her  

words to me were ,  wel l ,  you wi l l  have to prove yoursel f  to  

me now af ter  th is ,  Dr u.   

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight ,  thank you.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Chai r.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Sor ry,  one last  aspect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Sor ry.   Actual ly,  i t  is  two .   When Advocate  

Johnson cal led me in to the meet ing to hand me the  Fadi e l  

Adams refer ra l ,  one of  the f i rs t  th ings,  because she sensed 20 

that  I  was standing and I  d id  not  speak,  I  just  sa id,  morning  

Mama,  and I  s tood,  and she said,  no,  s i t ,  s i t ,  s i t  I  just  want  

to  ta lk  to  you .   I  want  to  te l l  you .   You and I ,  we were p layed 

We were p layed against  each other  by B inang.   So,  that  was 

what  I  was to ld  on the 5 t h  o f  December,  a f te r  being  
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redundant  for  n ine months.  

 The second th ing ,  Advocate Ncube,  Commissioners,  

I  do ask permission f rom Advocate  N cube i f  I  may proceed 

when I  deviate .   There is  a lo t  in  my head and somet imes i t  

is  not  re levant .   So,  I  have asked for  that  level  o f  cont ro l  

because I  tend to ta lk  a lo t .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Okay,  can I  just  qu ick ly  come in on 

something you touched on ?  You ment ioned your ser ious 

d isagreement  wi th Mr Perumal  about  the  2023 sect ion 27 

referra l ,  and you ment ioned that  you do not  want  to  ta lk 10 

about  i t  because i t  was sub jud ice .   You do touch on that  in  

your  statement  as  wel l .    

 But  what  I  want  to  know,  I  am not  going to ask you 

about  the deta i l  o f  i t ,  as you say you are re luctant  about  

ment ion ing i t  in  any deta i l ,  but  what  I  want  to  know is ,  is  

there a cr iminal  charge ?  Sure ly the sub jud ice  ru le  cannot  

apply to  the extent  of  not  even being able to  say yes or  no .   

Is  there a cr iminal  charge?  I f  so ,  la id  by whom against  

whom?  That  is  i t ,  I  am not  asking any fur ther  quest ions .    

MS RAMSAMY :    A cr iminal  charge wi th regards to  the 27 20 

referra l?  

CHAIRPERSON :    What  you say is  sub jud ice  both now and 

a lso in  your  statement ,  and which you say both now and in  

your  statement ,  you do not  want  to  ta lk  about .   That  is  what  

I  am asking you about .    
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MS RAMSAMY :    Yes,  the mat ter  i s  in  cour t .  

CHAIRPERSON :    I t  is  in  cour t?   

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  is  in  cour t .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Okay,  a l l  r ight .   Thank you.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Chai r.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Sor ry.   Before you star t ,  you have 

ment ioned i t  again now,  but  when you test i f ied the last  t ime,  

you d id ment ion the fact  o f  your  be ing made redundant .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Can you just  expla in how that  –  what  in  10 

fact  happened?  I  am not  asking you fo r  the reason fo r  

being made redundan t ,  but  you are st i l l  on the job .   What  

does i t  mean?  Does i t  mean you s i t  in  a  corner,  you  are not  

involved in  mat ters,  or  you were to ld to  go home unt i l  we 

cal l  you?  How has i t  mani fested ?   

MS RAMSAMY :    I  wi l l  speak of  both,  2023 ,  2024 and th is  

year.   In  2023/24 I  was not  g iven any new pro jects to  work 

on.   I  was only a l lowed to work on the  court  mat ters that  

emanate  f rom,  that  were a l ready in  cour t .   The senior  

advocate that  had p laced those mat ters in  cour t ,  I  had to  20 

assist  h im.   I  was basica l l y  an a ssistant .   

 Then th is  year,  mat ters that  I  had been work ing on 

for  three years ,  in  February,  I  am forced to  f ina l ise 

consul tat ion wi th  a l l  my wi tnesses wi th in two months and 

provide a deta i led report  in  preparat ion for  t r ia l ,  on ly to  be  
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to ld  that  I  am no longer on the  mat ter.   Mat te rs I  was 

removed f rom in 2024,  I  am now being put  back on those 

mat ters when they are a l ready set  down for  t r ia l .   I t  was a 

mat ter  of  just  f rust rat ing me .   I  was a l i t t le  pawn that  was 

being to ld,  you go here,  you go there ,  but  there  was no 

actual  work that  I  was supposed to do .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    And accord ing to you,  what  was the 

reason fo r  you being t reated th is  way that  rendered you 

redundant?  What  were you said or  what  d id you understand 

to be said you have done wrong ?   10 

MS RAMSAMY :    There was a meet ing in  February th is  year,  

and Advocate Johnson asked the pro ject  manager to  record 

i t  and g ive i t  to  me .   Because of  the nature and the factors,  

I  have not  provided i t .   In  that  meet ing ,  Advocate Johnson 

a ler ts  my col leagues to t he fact  that  she does not  t rust  me 

anymore and tha t  I  am going around te l l ing people that  

Johnson g ives me these b ig pro jects,  you cannot  touch me.   

I  do,  and eventua l ly  d id f ind out  who took that  to  her,  and i t  

was not  in  the context  that  I  sa id i t .   

 I  had gone to my Deputy Di rector  and said,  I  do not  20 

know why Advocate Johnson is  g iv ing me these mat ters,  

because I  cannot  work wi th that  team, I  cannot ,  and that  

was af ter  an inc ident  that  I  wi l l  d iscuss ,  and only the f i rs t  

por t ion was taken to her.   But  a lso,  at  that  point  I  was real ly  

f rust rated wi th everyth ing and the manner in  which that  
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Pro ject  Divers ion  was,  so I  was being b latant ly  f rust rated  

and I  was hoping to be moved out  o f  the pro ject .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you,  thank you .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.   Thank you,  

Commissioners .   Okay,  so now let  us star t  w i th  your 

statement ,  par t  2 .   

MS RAMSAMY :    On paragraph 1?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  we can star t  wi th  paragraph 

1.  

MS RAMSAMY :     10 

“This is  par t  2  o f  my statement  deal ing  

wi th speci f ic  inves t igat ions undertaken by 

IDAC dur ing 2024 and 2025 .   In  th is  

statement ,  I  wi l l  deal  wi th  the events that  

t ranspi red f rom the 6 t h  o f  January 2025 

af ter  Mr Perumal  and Mr Raphesu  and I  

consul ted wi th Mr Adams in Cape Town 

on the 6 t h  o f  January 2025.   As stated in  

my f i rs t  s tatement ,  the  four  

supplementary a ff idavi ts  obta ined f rom 20 

Mr Adams and commissioned by Mr  

Raphesu are the  only statements  that  I  

am aware of  that  Mr Adams deposed to 

on that  day. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    The events of  January 2025?   
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MS RAMSAMY :     

“ In  fact ,  on 6  January 2025,  af ter  

consul t ing wi th  Mr Adams,  I  sent  

Advocate Johnson a WhatsApp 

message…” …[ intervenes] .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Can you just  pause there ?  I  th ink 

i t  is  bet te r  i f  we just  f l ight  the WhatsApp message .   

Commissioners,  that  is  in  Fi le  10,  page 215 .   Are  you at  

215?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Yep:  10 

“Evening,  Advocate Johnson .   Apo logies 

for  af te rhours  tex t .   Update on d ivers ion .   

A l l  supplementary aff idavi ts  ob ta ined.   

Mapping of  invest igat ion p lan complete .   

We wi l l  p rovide a  wr i t ten rep ort  fo r  your 

off ice on the p lan as soon as we return .   

May 2025 be b lessed,  success,  good 

heal th and happiness. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And can I  just  ask you,  you 

ment ioned a wr i t ten report  to  your  off i ce on the p lan as 20 

soon as we return .   Was that  wr i t ten report  ever  submit ted ?   

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  i t  was not  because events took p lace 

on the 16 t h  o f  January that  requi red  a d i f fe rent  approach .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And what  would that  report  have 

enta i led?  What  would you have inc luded in  there ?   
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MS RAMSAMY :    I t  would have been the d iscussions of  the 

fact  that  Mr Adams had provided no fur ther  in fo rmat ion to 

us  and that  a l though he had not  provided fu r ther  in fo rmat ion 

on the  19 t h  o f  December,  a f ter  v iewing the documents,  we 

had ident i f ied possib le wi tnesses to consul t  wi th  to  

determine whether  there was in  fac t  a  reason to proceed.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   So,  the report  is  not  

submit ted ,  but  you sent  th is  WhatsApp to Advocate Johnson 

af ter  you consul ted wi th Mr Adams and you referenced the  

supplementary a ff idavi ts ,  and that  would be the four  10 

supplementary aff idavi ts .    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    The next  event  that  then occurs is  

the 13 t h  o f  January 2025 on page 2,  paragraph 4  of  your  

statement .  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  just  need to f in ish reading paragraph 3 .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Because you have read the 

WhatsApp in to the record,  i t  is  the same .   I t  is  a  repet i t ion,  

yes.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you,  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.  

MS RAMSAMY :     

“On the 13 t h  o f  January 2025,  Mr Perumal  

requested a meet ing wi th Mr Raphesu 

and me regard ing  a consul tat ion that  Mr 
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Perumal  had wi th a potent ia l  wi tness ,  

which had not  p reviously been d isc losed 

to us.   I  was upset…” …[ intervenes] .   

CHAIRPERSON :    Sorry,  sor ry.   Throughout  the statement ,  

you ment ioned th is  wi tness,  wi tness,  and not  once do you 

ment ion the name .   Is  there a par t icu la r  reason fo r  th is ?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Par t  o f  the reason that  I  am not  

ment ion ing thei r  names is  that  they are wi th in the  Cr ime 

Inte l l igence Uni t  o f  SAPS.   I t  is  a  danger factor  to  ment ion  

thei r  names.    10 

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight ,  p lease cont inue .    

MS RAMSAMY :     

“ I  was upset  that  a consul tat ion was held 

wi th a wi tness wi thout  my knowledge 

because in  my docket  report  on the 10 t h  

o f  December 2024,  I  had speci f ica l l y  

s tated that  the  prosecutor  must  be 

in formed before any in terv iew 

consul tat ion takes p lace wi th any person 

re lat ing to the  mat ter.   Given my 20 

uneasiness about  th is  mat ter,  I  wanted to 

make sure that  Mr Perumal  was not  

embark ing on a  f ro l ic  of  h is  own and 

potent ia l ly  in f luencing or  c ompromis ing  

wi tnesses.   The inst ruct ion was d i rected 
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a t  Mr Perumal  and Mr Padayachee and 

not  Mr Raphesu. ”  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Before you get  to  the next  paragraph,  

you have a DDPP for  th is  team, Mr Lo uw,  and you have 

these concerns as you express in  paragraph 4,  but  we know 

f rom your evidence that  i t  is  more than that .   How come you 

are not  involv ing h im in addressing  an issue such as th is ?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Commissioner Ba loyi ,  i f  we go back to my 

previous statement ,  Advocate Johnson had ind icated she 

was going to be  the superv isor  on the mat ter,  meaning I  10 

reported d i rect ly  to  her.   So that  means I  bypassed my –  

and that  was,  the  secrecy of  the mat ters i f  they are  not  on  

the designat ion ,  I  could not  d iscuss i t  wi th  h im ,  but  a lso 

…[intervenes] .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    He was not  on the designat ion ?   

MS RAMSAMY :    He was not  on the  designat ion .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    A l l  r ight .  

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  was Advocate Mani la l l  that  was on the  

designat ion and as in  my previous statement  par t  one,  I  

ind icate that  Advocate Johnson had sa id he needs to be 20 

there fo r  the purposes of  paper.   She wi l l  superv ise ,  and as 

we go on,  the Commissioners wi l l  see that  he only became 

aware of  the mat ter  la ter  on.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Paragraph 6.  
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MS RAMSAMY :     

“Mr Perumal  in formed me tha t  the 

wi tness had been f lown to the Eastern  

Cape by the Min ister  of  Pol ice,  Min ister  

Mchunu,  in  order  for  Mr Perumal  to  

consul t  wi th  the wi tness .   I t…” 

…[ intervenes] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    What  was your  understanding of  th is ?   

Did you understand i t  to  mean that  Min ister  Mchunu had 

paid the a i r fare?  I f  not ,  what  was your understanding ?   10 

MS RAMSAMY :    My understanding is  that  a l l  ar rangements 

were made by Min ister  Mchunu fo r  th is  wi tness to consul t  

wi th  Mr Perumal  in  Eastern Cape.  

CHAIRPERSON :    My focus is  on  f lown .   What  d id you 

understand that  to  mean?   

MS RAMSAMY :    I  had assumed that  the Min ister 's  off i ce  

had paid fo r,  because I  had la ter  met  th is  wi tness and he 

would not  have been of  f inancia l  means to have f lown 

h imsel f  to  Eastern Cape .    

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight ,  thank you.  20 

ADV BALOYI SC :    And th is  wi tness was coming f rom 

Pretor ia?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect ,  f rom the Vet t ing Department  of  

Cr ime Inte l l igence .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  
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MS RAMSAMY :    Sor ry,  the Procurement  Department .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Procurement?  Thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Is  th is  the wi tness that  you refer  

to  as the fork l i f t  wi tness?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So maybe we should just  then 

refer  to  i t  as the fork l i f t  wi tness.  

MS RAMSAMY :    We wi l l  do that .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I  th ink we do refer  to  i t  la te r  on 

as the fork l i f t  wi tness,  but  for  convenience now you can 10 

star t  re fer r ing to the person .    

MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   I t  seems st range to me .  

MS RAMSAMY :     

“ I t  seems st range to me  that  Min ister  

Mchunu would  be involved in  th is  

invest igat ion,  bu t  Mr Perumal  d id not  

offer  any fur ther  deta i l s  regard ing Mr  

Mchunu 's involvement  in  the 

invest igat ion .   Mr Perumal  to ld me that  20 

th is  wi tness was re levant  fo r  the 

procurement  of  the fork l i f t  by  Cr ime 

Inte l l igence.   At the…” …[ intervenes] .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Was th is  the f i rs t  t ime that  you became 

aware,  through Mr Perumal  or  any other  person,  of  Min ister  
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Mchunu 's involvement  in  the work  that  you are doing here 

re lat ing to Cr ime Inte l l igence ?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.    

MS RAMSAMY :     

“Mr Perumal  to ld me that  th is  wi tness 

was re levant  for  the procurement  of  the 

fork l i f t  by Cr ime Inte l l igence.   At  that  

s tage,  I  was not  aware that  General  

Jacob had in formed Mr Raphesu that  the 10 

Inspectorate had to update Min ister  

Mchunu on Mr Adams'  compla int  every 10 

days.   I  ment ion  th is  because i t  seems 

that  Mr Mchunu 's  involvement  was more 

than just  receiv ing updates f rom the 

Inspectorate on Mr Adams'  c r iminal  

compla int . ”  

Paragraph 6:  

“Mr Perumal  ind icated that  a fur ther  

consul ta t ion could be arranged wi th th is  20 

wi tness.   The consul tat ion was held on 

20 January 2025,  which I  deal  wi th  la te r. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Before  you read the next  

sentence,  the word when must  be dele ted.   The f i rs t  word.   

I t  s tar ts  wi th Mr Perumal .  
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MS RAMSAMY :     

“Mr Perumal  sa id that  the wi tness '  

ev idence was gold,  which I  unders tood to 

mean that  Mr Perumal  considered the 

evidence to  be support ive o f  the 

a l legat ions of  cr iminal  conduct  regard ing 

the procurement  of  the fork l i f t .   On 14 

January 2025,  whi ls t  I  was at tending 

court  a t  Pretor ia  North Magist rate ’s Court  

and chat t ing in  the passages wi th  10 

Advocate Ti las Chabala la  together  wi th a 

wi tness . ”   

This wi tness is  in  re lat ion to a d i f ferent  mat te r  for  the 

purposes of  cour t :  

“Mr Mbalo ,  an invest igator  f rom Eastern 

Cape report ing to Mr Perumal ,  and Mr 

Bel lochun.   Mr Bel lochun to ld me that  he 

was present  at  the consul tat ion wi th my 

wi tness. ”  

CHAIRPERSON :    Does the my there refer  to  Mr Bel lochun?   20 

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  re fers to  me.    

CHAIRPERSON :    To your?  Okay.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    So when he speaks,  he said w i th your  

wi tness?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Your wi tness.  
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CHAIRPERSON :    Okay.   I  am asking because you put  i t  in  

quotes and you use my as i f  i t  was Mr Bel lochun who said  

my.   Do you see what  I  mean?   

MS RAMSAMY :    I  understand.    

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  should read wi th your wi tness :  

“…and that  he had even v iewed v ideo 

footage.   He was referr ing to the 

consul tat ion wi th the fo rk l i f t  wi tness that  

Mr Perumal  had to ld Mr Raphesu and me 

about  on the 13 t h  o f  January 2025 .   I  was 10 

concerned that  Mr Bel lochun  was 

consul t ing wi th a wi tness on Pro ject  

Divers ion  when he had not  been 

designated as a  team member on the  

pro ject .   Yet  Mr Raphesu and I ,  who were 

designated members were only  in formed 

about  the consul tat ion af te r  i t  had taken 

p lace. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Now why was that  such a concern 

for  you?  That  he is  not  a designated member and yet  he  20 

knows th ings about  and has consul ted wi th  wi tnesses 

regard ing th is  invest igat ion .    

MS RAMSAMY :    One,  as expla ined by Advocate Serunye  

yesterday,  we do not  d iscuss our  mat ters wi th other  team 

members or  other  people  or  other  s taff  members  of  IDAC.   I t  



    5 AUGUST 2026 – DAY 154 
 

Page 28  o f  224  

 

 

is  a  designated team.  You d iscuss i t  wi th in the designated 

team.  I t  is  a lso a breach of  sect ion 41 (6)  fo r  h im to have 

been present  at  that  consul ta t ion ,  but  I  wi l l  …[intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Just  remind us what  does 41 (6)  say?   

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  is  a  sect ion in  the NPA Act  that  does not  

a l low us to d iscuss invest igat ions wi th other  par t ies  wi thout  

author isat ion .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.    

MS RAMSAMY :    The other  concern is  something that  I  wi l l  

address in  paragraph 14.  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Cont inue .    

MS RAMSAMY :     

“ I  asked Mr Bel lochun how he could be 

involved in  th is  mat ter  i f  he had not  been 

designated as one of  the team members 

and why he deemed i t  appropr ia te to  

d iscuss deta i l s  o f  th is  mat ter  in  f ront  of  

Advocate Chabala la  and a wi tness .   He 

smi rked and said  in  a jok ing way,  I  know 

noth ing,  I  d id  not  say anyth ing .   This 20 

inc ident  was very  concern ing and on the  

16 t h  o f  January 2025,  af ter  a scheduled 

meet ing wi th Advocate Johnson …”   

I t  should read on another  mat ter.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And others must  be deleted?   
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MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect :  

“After  a scheduled meet ing wi th Advocate 

Johnson on another  mat ter,  I  asked i f  I  

could have a  d iscussion wi th her  

pr ivate ly regard ing Pro ject  Divers ion .   I  

asked Advocate Johnson i f  the 

designat ion for  Pro ject  Divers ion had 

been extended to inc lude Mr Bel lochun  

and I  expressed my concerns regard ing  

h im consul t ing wi th a wi tness and being 10 

involved in  the invest igat ion i f  he  is  not  

inc luded in  the designat ion .   Advocate 

Johnson to ld me that  she was not  aware 

that  Mr Bel lochun was par ty to  the 

consul tat ion that  was held wi th the  

fork l i f t  wi tness.   Advocate Johnson to ld 

me that  a presentat ion would be held on 

the 22 n d  o f  January 2025 regard ing  

Pro ject  Divers ion and that  I  should  

inc lude my concerns in  the presentat ion  20 

for  d iscussion at  the meet ing .   Advocate 

Johnson sent  an emai l  to  a l l  designated 

members and Mr  Sesoko,  inc luding that  

she wanted a presentat ion on the 22 n d  o f  

January 2025 about  Pro ject  Divers ion .   
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On that  same day,  Mr Perumal  emai led a 

draf t  presentat ion to Mr Raphesu,  

Padayachee and me,  annexed MMR12 of  

Mr Raphesu 's wi tness statement .   In  h is  

cover ing emai l ,  he asked for  input  before 

the presentat ion was to be submit ted to  

Advocate Johnson ahead of  the 22 n d  o f  

January 2025 meet ing . ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Just  before you cont inue wi th 

paragraph 10,  Commissioners,  i f  that  would be Mr  10 

Raphesu 's f i le .   I f  you could take Mr Raphesu 's f i le  and go 

to MMR12?  We wi l l  f l ight  the presentat ion as wel l .   I t  was 

deal t  wi th  dur ing h is ev idence.   We are f l ight ing i t  as wel l .   

So that  is  the emai l  that  was sent  on the 16 t h ,  MM12.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Correct .   From Dylan Perumal  to  

Drushantha Ramasamy,  Mr Raphesu,  Br ian Padayachee.   

Subject ,  Divers ion presentat ion :  

“Good day,  co l leagues.   P lease provide  

input  before we submit  to  the ID .   K ind 

regards. ”  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Now we can deal  wi th  the 

presentat ion which is  on the next  page ,  and we wi l l  a lso  

f l ight  that .   The f i rs t  under  background.   We wi l l  s ta r t  on  

background.   Just  wai t  for  i t  to  appear on your  screen .   

Thank you.   There we go.   So you can read your paragraph 



    5 AUGUST 2026 – DAY 154 
 

Page 31  o f  224  

 

 

10 and we wi l l  fo l low on the presentat io n.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Sor ry.   Maybe before you read that  

paragraph 10,  le t  me ask you a  quest ion on an ear l ier  

paragraph.   When Mr Perumal  te l ls  you that  he has 

consul ted wi th th is  wi tness who has f lown to meet  w i th h im 

by the Min ister,  d id  you not  ask how does Perumal  end up 

wi th th is  wi tness?  How did you know there is  th is  wi tness 

to speak to?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Commissioner,  that  …[ intervenes] .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    I t  seems to me,  especia l l y  in  the l ight  of  10 

your concern ,  and you are  the prosecutor  in  charge,  i t  

seems to me a natura l  quest ion in  the l ight  of  your  concerns 

to ask how did you happen upon th is  wi tness ?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Commissioner,  to  be very honest  w i th  you,  

I  learned very  ear ly  what  to  ask and when to ask Mr  

Perumal  quest ions.   I t  would be i f  I  wanted those sor t  o f  

answers,  i t  would  be on the smoker 's  balcony whi le  he is  

having a smoke and I  am having my coffee and we can just  

have a chat .   That  would be the t ime that  I  –  but  I  have not  

asked h im that  quest ion .    20 

ADV BALOYI SC :    Did you ever  f ind  out  o r  formed a v iew,  

an opin ion about  how he ends up w i th th is  wi tness ?   

MS RAMSAMY :    I  d id ,  Commissioner,  and i t  wi l l  become 

c learer  …[intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    You wi l l  speak to i t  la te r.   A l l  r ight ,  
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thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   You can read paragraph 10 

and we wi l l  f l ight  the presentat ion .    

MS RAMSAMY :     

“ I  wish to h ighl ight  the fo l lowing 

important  aspects  about  the presentat ion ,  

the draf t  p resentat ion that  Mr Perumal  

sent  on that  day.   In  the presentat ion 

under the heading backgroun d,  Mr 

Perumal  states  that  a member of  10 

Par l iament  and member of  the Port fo l io  

Commit tee on Pol ice submit ted an 

aff idavi t  in  terms of  sect ion 27 to the ID ,  

urg ing that  c r iminal  invest igat ions help to  

be in i t ia ted by the IDAC on the fo l lowing 

a l legat ions .   The report ing of  a  f ic t i t ious 

housebreaking and thef t  case by Major  

General  Lushaba in  2022 ,  whi ls t  he was 

the Act ing Div is ional  Commissioner of  

Cr ime Inte l l igence ,  and the subsequent  20 

manipulat ion of  the ensuing cr iminal  

invest igat ion ut i l i s ing Cr ime Inte l l i gence 

resources.   The procurement  of  a  fork l i f t  

u t i l is ing funds f rom the Covid-CI  account ,  

c i rcumvent ing of  procurement  processes 
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and the non -del ivery of  the fo rk l i f t  to 

date .   The promot ions and /or  

appointments (grat i f icat ion )  to  speci f i c  

senior  managers  and off i cers wi th in the 

Cr ime Inte l l igence Div is ion ,  and 

manipulat ion of  vet t ing standards and 

processes (grat i f icat ion )  for  speci f i c  

senior  managers  of  the SAP S,  and the 

abuse of  the Cov id  funds wi th regard to 

expendi tu re incurred and resources of  10 

the Pol i t i ca l  K i l l ings Task Team , and for  

the benef i t  o f  the former Min is ter  of  

Pol ice .   Purchase of  two propert ies  using 

Covid  funds (PTA and KZN).   The use of  

Covid  funds to  pay for  h igh  hote l  

accommodat ion and expenses for  the 

current  DivCom , L ieutenant  General  

Khumalo  and Lushaba . ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Cont inue wi th paragraph 11.  

MS RAMSAMY :     20 

“ I  speci f ica l l y  quoted the presentat ion to 

h ighl ight  to  the Commissioners that  in  

January 2025,  when Mr Perumal  prepared 

h is presentat ion ,  he too referred  to a 

sect ion 27 aff idavi t  that  had a l legat ions 
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about  the fork l i f t ,  the PKTT and the 

Secret  Serv ice Fund .   This i s  fur ther  

corroborat ion of  Mr Raphesu and my 

vers ion of  the contents of  the sect ion 27  

referra l  a ff idavi t  that  we saw on the 5 t h  

and 6 t h  o f  December 2024 . ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then on page 4  of  the 

presentat ion ,  you can read in  your  statement  and we wi l l  

fo l low on the…  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  do not  have the …[ intervenes] .   10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You read your statement  and we 

wi l l  fo l low the presentat ion on the sc reen.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you:  

“On page 4 of  the presentat ion Mr 

Perumal  stated that  the A1 aff idavi ts  

obta ined f rom Mr  Adams in the var ious 

case dockets needed supplement ing .   He 

a lso states impor tant ly  that  on the  6 t h  o f  

January 2025,  we,  Mr Perumal  and 

Raphesu and I ,  t ravel led to Cape Town 20 

and consul ted extensive ly wi th the MP.   

Important ly,  he  states ,  supplementary  

aff idavi ts  were obta ined f rom him ,  being 

Mr Adams,  for  a l l  the cases reported by 

h im.   Once again ,  th is  shows that  as far  
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as Mr Perumal  was concerned,  when he 

prepared the presentat ion in  January 

2025,  the aff idavi ts  that  were obta ined 

f rom Mr Adams on the 6 t h  o f  January 

2025 were supplementary aff idavi ts .   No 

ment ion is  made of  a new A1 aff idavi t  o r  

aff idavi ts . ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Cont inue.  

MS RAMSAMY :     

“On 19 January 2025 ,  I  added a  por t ion 10 

to the presentat ion which deal t  w i th  the 

prosecutor 's  input  on the pro ject  and 

submit ted the presentat ion to Advocate  

Johnson and Mr Sesoko.   On the 20 t h  o f  

January 2025…” …[ intervenes] .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Before  you go to the  20 t h  o f  

January,  we are just  going to f l igh t  what  you added to the  

presentat ion ,  and that  is  in  Fi le  10.   The presentat ion star ts  

at  page 218,  but  we are focussing on page 229 .   From 229.   

That  would be the prosecutor ia l  input .   That  i s  what  you 20 

would have added to Mr Perumal 's  presentat ion .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And you deal  wi th  the  var ious 

cases emanat ing f rom Mr Adams sect ion 27 referra l .    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  



    5 AUGUST 2026 – DAY 154 
 

Page 36  o f  224  

 

 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Now we are going to  deal  la ter  

wi th  up to page 234 ,  but  i f  we could go to page 236 which  

refers to  your  concerns?  Because that  is  re levant  for  

purposes of  why Advocate Johnson –  wel l ,  Advocate  

Johnson said that  you should add or  deal  wi th  your  

concerns in  the presentat ion ,  and at  236 you then set  out  

your  concerns .  

MS RAMSAMY :    May I  read i t  in to the record?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.  

MS RAMSAMY :     10 

“Concerns of  the prosecutor.   Inst ruct ions 

regard ing being in formed about  

wi tnesses being consul ted wi th  to  be  

d iscussed wi th  the  prosecutor,  th is  was 

not  done regard ing the capt ive . ”  

This is  the fo rk l i f t  wi tness :  

“Open communica t ion is  imperat ive  in  an 

invest igat ion of  th is  nature .    

[2 ]   Undesignated members personal ly  

in forming the prosecutor  that  they 20 

consul ted wi th my wi tness and v iewed 

the v ideo footage.   This was done in  the 

passages of  a Magist rate ’s Court  and in  

f ront  of  o ther  undesignated members .  

[3 ]   Defeat ing docket …”  …[intervenes] .   
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Just  g ive  us context  on what  you 

mean by the defeat ing docket .    

MS RAMSAMY :    That  would be wi th regards to the  events  

that  t ranspi red wi th Mr Lushaba and the housebreaking,  

Vi l l ier ia  CAS 38.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes?  

MS RAMSAMY :      

“Defeat ing docket .   The lady is  only…”  

I t  is  supposed to read:  

“…supposed to  be approached once 10 

suff i c ient  invest igat ion is  done .   OB 

ent r ies ,  consul ta t ion wi th the f i rs t  two 

wi tnesses ident i f ied by prosecut ion .   She 

must  only be approached once 

invest igat ion is  at  a  stage that  even i f  

she does not  cooperate,  there is  s t i l l  

s t rong evidence to proceed. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Can you just  te l l  us why that  was 

a concern fo r  you,  that  the lady was being approached ?  

What  was the concern that  she was being approached ?  20 

Was she not  cons idered to be a wi tness ?   

MS RAMSAMY :    I  d id  not  f ind her  to  be a wi tness at  that  

t ime.   There was insuff i c ient  ev idence to even approach her  

at  that  point ,  but  my major  concern was that  Mr Perumal  

was ins ist ing that  she must  be found and that  she must  be 
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p laced in  wi tness protect ion and that  she must  be consul ted  

wi th because she is  v i ta l .    

 And despi te  my numerous inst ruc t ions that  she is  

not  supposed to be approached at  th is  point ,  g iven the ear ly  

stages of  the invest igat ion ,  I  rece ived,  I  was in  h igh court  

and I  received on the 20 t h  o f  January,  I  received a  

WhatsApp message f rom a team member ind icat ing  that  –  

wel l ,  f rom Mr Raphesu,  ind icat ing  that  he was contacted to 

fe tch Mr Perumal  f rom the a i rpor t  and that  they were in  the  

process of  going to hunt  down the wi tness ,  despi te  the fact  10 

that  I  had,  even in  the pres ence of ,  or  in  my inst ruct ions on 

the 10 t h  o f  December,  I  am st i l l  be ing over looked,  bypassed 

and ignored and he is  s t i l l  proceed ing .   A t  that  point  I  sent  a 

message whi le  I  was in  cour t  saying ,  no act ion on d ivers ion 

is  to  be taken today.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   So then you say at  the last  

bul le t  po int  is :  

“A l l  o ther  aspects of  the above 

invest igat ion wi l l  be d iscussed dur ing the 

presentat ion due to i ts  sensi t i v i ty. ”   20 

MS RAMSAMY :    Correct .   We had received inst ruct ions 

f rom Advocate Johnson that  we a re not  to  document  

everyth ing that  she considered sensi t i ve .   I  do deal  wi th  

la ter  where we a lso get  inst ruct ions not  to  emai l  o r  

WhatsApp,  that  sor t  o f  communicat ion,  anyth ing wr i t ten .   
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    The inst ruct ion not  to  document  

everyth ing,  does that  mean that  some of  your  d iscussions 

and decis ions ,  as mat ters stand now,  they  are in  your  

heads?  There is  no record  at  IDAC?  What  does that  

inst ruct ion mean?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Commissioner,  I  make very deta i led notes,  

very,  very  deta i led notes of  every meet ing,  and I  have 

suppl ied them.  I  have a lso vo lunteered to provide the  

or ig inals for  ink age analys is to  determine that  I  d id  take 10 

those notes at  tha t  t ime .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    I  understand.   You c lear ly  d id not  fo l low 

inst ruct ions .   You were not  supposed to document .   I  am 

asking a d i f fe rent  quest ion and more an inst i tu t ional  

quest ion.   That  inst ruct ion,  am I  correct ,  means today that  

there are mat ters  that  were d iscussed,  there are decis ions 

that  were taken,  and acted upon even ,  that  are not  recorded 

anywhere.   When I  say they are  in  your  heads,  we would 

have to get  another  Ms Ramsamy to come and s i t  there and 

say here is  my recol lect ion of  that  decis ion,  but  to  the 20 

extent  that  the inst i tu t ion is  obl iged by law,  i f  there  is  such 

an obl igat ion by  law,  to  keep records of  d iscussions,  of  

decis ions,  there is  in  fact ,  what  you are te l l ing us,  there  is  

mat te r  that  we wi l l  never  f ind record of  because of  that  k ind  

of  inst ruct ions and how you handled that .    
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MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   Commissioner,  i t  is  a lso in  an 

emai l  f rom Advocate Johnson that  we wi l l  deal  wi th  a b i t  

la te r,  where she emai ls  a speci f ic  team, us and the new 

team that  is  a l located to the mat ters,  as  to  how 

correspondence is  supposed to be done and that  i t  is  not  

supposed to be documented .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.   Let  us cont inue in  

paragraph 13 ,  on 20 January 2025 .    

MS RAMSAMY :     10 

“On 20 January 2025,  a consul tat ion was 

held wi th the fork l i f t  wi tness .   Present  at  

the consul tat ion  was Mr Perumal ,  

Padayachee,  and Raphesu,  the wi tness ,  

and me.   As stated ear l ie r,  Mr Perumal  

previously in formed us that  the ev idence 

of  th is  wi tness was gold ,  but  my 

assessment  of  the wi tness evidence was 

that  i t  was largely hearsay and 

speculat ive .   Mr Perumal  la te r  ind icated 20 

that  DPCI was invest igat ing the fork l i f t  

mat te r  and that  IDAC should not  pursue i t  

any fur ther.   This was accepted by 

Advocate Johnson . ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Does that  mean that  f rom that  
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day onwards,  IDAC no longer  invest igated the fork l i f t  

mat te r?   

MS RAMSAMY :    That  paragraph o f  Mr Perumal  ind icat ing,  

i t  was done in  the  2022 January presentat ion .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    2022 January presentat ion ,  yes.  

MS RAMSAMY :    And then,  despi te  the fact  that  the  

decis ion was accepted,  that  DPCI would cont inue wi th the  

fork l i f t  invest igat ion,  I  la ter  became aware,  and I  say la ter,  I  

mean l i ke on the 11 t h  o f  Apr i l ,  became aware that  

…[intervenes] .  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    The 11 t h  o f  Apr i l  what  year?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Of  2025.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  became aware that  there  were  

statements taken by Mr Perumal  and Mr Padayachee on that  

mat te r.   I  was only provided wi th them in  Apr i l  by acc ident .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  le t  us just  take a step back .   

So,  in  the presentat ion that  gets sent  by Mr Perumal  on the 

16 t h  o f  January  2025,  for  purposes of  the 22 January  

meet ing,  there is  an ind icat ion  by h im that  DPCI is  20 

invest igat ing th is  mat ter,  so IDAC wi l l  no longer invest igate 

i t .   And at  the  meet ing of  22  January,  does Advocate  

Johnson then accept  i t  then,  the suggest ion that  i t  should 

no longer be invest igated ?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   So,  as you understood 

f rom the 22 n d  o f  January 2025,  the fork l i f t  mat te r  was no 

longer being invest igated by IDAC.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    But  in  Apr i l ,  you are provided 

wi th,  or  you come across by accident ,  a ff idavi ts  which show 

that  they were in  fact  s t i l l  invest igat ing i t ,  o r  were those 

aff idavi ts ,  d id  they predate 22 January ?   

MS RAMSAMY :    No.   These aff idavi ts  were taken a f ter  22  

January.  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  so  despi te  the acceptance 

by Advocate Johnson on the 22 n d  o f  January that  we are not  

going to invest igate fork l i f t ,  i t  s t i l l  gets invest igated,  o r  a t  

least  there is  s t i l l  something being done on fo rk l i f t ,  such as 

gather ing aff idavi ts  f rom wi tnesses .    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   And we wi l l  see la ter  that  even 

though i t  was dec ided in  January that  we were not  going to 

deal  wi th  the fo rk l i f t  mat ter,  i t  is  s t i l l  inc luded in  inst ruct ions 

by Advocate Johnson that  fork l i f ts ,  when we get  there,  you 

wi l l  see the order  of  how she p laces th ings,  and she is  s t i l l  20 

inc luding the fork l i f t .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Can I  just  check th is?  How does i t  

work?  Clear ly  th is  mat ter,  the fork l i f t  mat te r,  a t  th is  point  I  

am not  asking about  whether  i t  qual i f ies as an IDAC mat ter  
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or  not  when you look at  the mandate .   I  am not  asking that  

k ind of  quest ion .   But  you are  se ized wi th the mat ter  

because someone has refer red i t  to  IDAC.   Now you get  to l d  

by  Mr Perumal  that  the Hawks,  the DPCI,  a re invest igat ing  

the mat ter  and we wi l l  no longer deal  wi th  i t .   I  th ink ,  a re 

those k ind of  issues deal t  wi th  in formal ly ?  

 I  would have thought  there wou ld be a record  

between you and the DPCI which records that  DPCI is  

invest igat ing th is  mat ter  maybe ahead of  you,  or  they th ink  

i t  be longs to them and there is  a formal  communica t ion that  10 

says,  a l l  r ight ,  now we leave i t  to  you ,  we no longer are  

deal ing wi th i t .   So there is  a record wi th in IDAC of  what  

happened to th is  mat ter.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect ,  Commiss ioner.   I t  is  supposed to 

be that  way.   I t  is  supposed to be that  way.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Because I  be long to the secur i t y  c luster  

under Paul  Louw and we deal  wi th  those mat ters ,  there 

would be formal  communicat ion tha t  we would send in  these 

c i rcumstances .   I  even wanted to know,  I  th ink i t  was la ter  20 

in  the year,  because they had col lected the Langlaagte  

docket ,  I  wanted to know whether  i t  was returned .   Because 

i f  we have got  the or ig inal  docket ,  how are they 

invest igat ing?  And I  d id  ask that  quest ion ,  and I  received 

no response.   But  on the point  o f  the Langlaagte  docket ,  i t  
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is  the only docket  where Mr Adams actual ly  p rovided 

documentary evidence wi th h is  A1 .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    The Langlaagte ,  i t  is  the fork l i f t  

…[intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Fork l i f t .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And the documentat ion  that  he  

provided was the  documentat ion that  was s l ipped under h is  

door?   

MS RAMSAMY :    As he stated,  yes .    10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You test i f ied  about  tha t  under 

your  f i rs t  s tatement ,  i t  was receipts  and proof  of  payments .    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect ,  i t  was the  procurement  invoices,  

et  cetera.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Paragraph 14,  and I  th ink 

i t  is  2025,  not  2024.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes,  i t  is  2025 .   On January 2025  

…[intervenes] .  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    21 January.  

MS RAMSAMY :     

“On 21 January 2025,  I  had a 

conversat ion wi th  Mr Perumal  regard ing 

the mat ter  of  Cedr ic  Nkabinde .   I  w i l l  deal  
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wi th  th is  top ic separate ly when I  deal  

wi th  the t rumped-up case against  Mr 

Raphesu.   However. . . ”  …[ intervenes] .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Ja,  I  th ink you can deal  wi th  i t  

now because you do not  expand on i t  in  your  sta tement .   

You reference another  aff idavi t  tha t  was prepared as par t  o f  

that  where you were requested to prepare an a ff idavi t  

regard ing that  aspect .   So maybe i f  you can just  s ta r t  out  by 

te l l ing us what  is  the Cedr ic  Nkab inde mat ter  and then we 

can go to your aff idavi t .    10 

MS RAMSAMY :    Okay.   So on the 20 t h  o f  January 2025,  

when we were consul t ing wi th the fork l i f t  wi tness,  he made 

ment ion of  Cedr ic  Nkabinde .   As naive as I  am,  I  d id  not  

know who that  was,  so I  had to Google .   When we were on 

the smoker 's  balcony the day af te r,  Mr Perumal  and mysel f ,  

he ment ioned to me that . . .  So there were two aspects  that  

he addressed wi th me that  day.  

 One,  that  he d id  not  want  the w i tness to speak 

about  Cedr ic  Nkabinde in  f ront  of  Mr Raphesu.   And I  d id  

not  understand because at  that  t ime I  d id not  know that  they 20 

had worked together  at  IP ID.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    They being?  They being they had 

worked together  with …[ intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Mr  Nkabinde and Mr Raphesu had 

previously  worked at  IP ID together.   The second aspect  
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…[intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Sorry,  and the wi tness that  he refers to  

is  the fork l i f t  wi tness ?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Wi th regards to that  fork l i f t  wi tness 

ment ion ing Mr Nkabinde,  i t  was about  the ar rangements to  

go and consul t  w i th  Mr Peruma l .   So on the 21 s t  when we 

were on the balcony,  Mr Perumal  addresses th is  aspect  and 

I  sa id,  but  why?  And he d id not  g ive me a reply.   His next  10 

response to me was,  Dru,  Dru,  I  need you to speak to  ID .   

So I  sa id,  about ?  And he said,  no,  no,  no .   Raphesu is  

going to star t  cry ing  that  the work is  too much now.   I  need 

you to speak to ID  to br ing on my guys.  

 So th is  i s  the  second t ime Mr Perumal  i s  asking me 

to br ing on h is Eastern Cape guides,  being Mr Beluchen,  Mr  

Mbalo,  because Mr Mazibokwana at  that  t ime was in  

hospi ta l .   The f i rs t  inc ident  where  Mr Perumal  brought  up 

the aspect  of  h is  guys being on board was on the 6 t h  o f  

December,  a lso on the balcony,  where he said to  me  –  wel l ,  20 

I  sa id to  h im,  so  I  hear  we have a new mat ter  together,  

because he and I ,  we were not  speaking,  on good speaking 

terms at  that  t ime because of  what  had t ranspi red  wi th the  

f i rs t  27  refer ra l .    

 We spoke,  but  i t  was not  very f r iendly.   And he 
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sa id,  yes,  yes,  I  need you to get  those documents sor ted  

out  now because the ID  must  s ign i t .   I  want  my guys to go  

and fetch the dockets before we leave,  because they were 

f ly ing back to Eastern Cape .   And I  sa id to  h im,  bu t  the ID  

d id not  designate ,  and then I  gave h im the f ive people that  

were designated.   So wi th regards to the Nkabinde mat ter,  i f  

I  may just  go to the aff idavi t ?    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    The aff idavi t  i s  at  page 248 of  

Fi le  10.    

CHAIRPERSON :    And th is  is  Mr Nkabinde,  Min ister  10 

Mchunu 's Chief  o f  Staff ,  or  not?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect ,  cor rect .  

CHAIRPERSON :    24?  248,  thank you.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So can you just  te l l  us how th is  

aff idavi t  came about ?   

MS RAMSAMY :    I  have to go back to  the 22 n d  o f  January.   

So we star t  the presentat ion to Advocate Johnson on the  

22 n d  o f  January.   We go through the presentat ion .   Mr 

Perumal  i s  pr imar i ly  report ing or  present ing to the ID .   Af ter  

…[intervenes] .  20 

ADV BALOYI SC :    This i s  the same presentat ion  that  we 

have been looking at?   

MS RAMSAMY :    MRR?   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   So what  happens on the  22 n d  i s  
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we are a l l  s i t t ing in  the boardroom .  The presentat ion  is  now 

done.   Advocate Johnson says she needs to in form the team 

about  what  happened to her  the  n ight  before,  or  i t  was 

e i ther  the 20 t h  o r  the 21 s t ,  but  dur ing the evening .   She 

ind icates that  she had gone to Min ister  Mchunu 's house or  

res idence for  a meet ing and that  she had le f t  her  ce l l  phone 

wi th her  protectors and she was le f t  wai t ing for  Min ister  

Mchunu in  h is  res idence but  in  the presence of  Mr Nkabinde 

and that  Mr Nkabinde had g iven her  the heebie- jeebies.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Made her  fee l  uncomfor table.  10 

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes,  made her  fee l  uncomfor table .   So she 

went  on about  how there  is  something not  r igh t  about  

Nkabinde.   I  am st i l l  t ry ing to p lace the p ieces together  

because I  am not  coming f rom the h isto ry of . . .   I  was in  

Regional  Court ,  murder,  rape,  robbery.   So I  d id  not  know 

the ro le p layers  …[intervenes] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    I t  may not  be  re levant ,  but  d id she 

expla in what  exact ly  made her  fee l  uncomfor table ?   

MS RAMSAMY :    She d id not  expla in why  she fe l t  

uncomfor table.   She expla ined only the purpose of  the 20 

meet ing wi th Min ister  Mchunu.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Okay,  a l l  r ight .   P lease cont inue.  

MS RAMSAMY :    So at  that  point  where she is  exp la in ing  

her  unease and that  there is  something just  o ff  about  Mr 

Nkabinde,  Mr Sesoko,  who was present  in  the presentat ion ,  
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ind icates that  Mr  Nkabinde had worked at  IP ID and she 

said,  no,  no,  no ,  there  is  something,  he is  –  there  is  just  

something about  h im .   We need to see what  we can do 

about  h im.  

 So,  and I  am making notes.   And she then says 

that . . .   So Mr  Sesoko star ts  expla in ing that  how Mr 

Nkabinde le f t  IDAC,  or  IP ID,  sorry,  and that  there was 

t ranscr ip ts wi th regards to a case where he was found to be  

a d iscredi ted wi tness,  et  cetera .   And Advocate Johnson 

said she wanted i t .  10 

 So Mr Sesoko asked Mr Raphesu,  d id you receive  

or  do you have them?  And he said yes .   And then the 

inst ruct ion was that  he was to c i rcu late the t ranscr ip ts to  

the team members .   So then there was th is  whole 

conversat ion between Mr S esoko and Mr Perumal .   I  was 

just  s i t t ing there tak ing my notes about  Mr Nkabinde having 

been l inked to two other  invest igat ions and e lements of  

cr iminal i ty  wi th in mat ters that  a re in  IDAC's space .    

 One being invest igated f rom Mr Perumal 's  team and 

the other  one was a mat ter  that  was sent  on 27 refer ra l  in  20 

2019 f rom IDAC at  the t ime of  the Zondo Commission .   

IP ID,  IP ID,  at  the  t ime of  the Zondo Commission.   Advocate 

Johnson then ins t ructs me,  Dru,  I  want  th is  in fo rmat ion .   I  

want  th is  in format ion .   We need to see what  we can do 

about  th is  guy.  
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 When she says th is  guy,  she refers  to  Mr Nkabinde .   

So then the conversat ion cont inued between Mr S esoko and 

Mr Perumal  where there were cel l  phone records l ink ing Mr  

Nkabinde to two d i f ferent  suspects,  not  suspects because 

they are accused persons  and they were serv ice providers 

of  SAPS that  was being invest igated by IP ID.  

 And I  am inst ructed by Advocate Johnson that  I  

must  contact  the prosecutor  on  the mat ter,  Mr Ti la s 

Chabala la ,  and determine the l inks  and what  ev idence  there 

is ,  and I  must  then g ive her  a repor t  on that  ev idence .    10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You were inst ructed by  who to 

contact  the …[intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Advocate Johnson wanted th is ,  and she 

wanted i t  u rgent ly.   She wanted i t  done as soon as the  

meet ing was done .   Unfor tunate ly,  I  had other  meet ings,  so 

i t  could not  happen .   But  going back to  the aff idavi t  

…[intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Before you do that ,  what  you are 

descr ib ing means at  the date of  th is  meet ing that  you are  

te l l ing us now about  that  there was an act ive invest igat ion  20 

against  o r  re lat ing to Mr Nkabinde.   Because you speak of  

Mr Perumal  and Mr Sesoko ta lk ing  about  t ranscr ip ts,  Mr  

Raphesu conf i rming that  he has received the t ranscr ip ts ,  so  

i t  sounds l ike there was an act ive  invest igat ion .   You may 

not  have known about  i t .  
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MS RAMSAMY :    No,  Commissioner.   The t ranscr ip ts that  

Mr Sesoko asked Mr Raphesu about  is  t ranscr ip ts o f  a  t r ia l  

where Mr Nkabinde was a wi tness and was d iscredi ted .   So 

those t ranscr ip ts  were asked fo r.   Wi th regards to the  

invest igat ion,  there was no act ive invest igat ion at  the t ime .   

There was l inks of  Mr Nkab inde to ,  o r  in  other  

invest igat ions or  mat ters that  were a l ready in  cour t  

…[intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Let  me restate what  I  am t ry ing to  

conf i rm wi th you.   There may not  have been an 10 

invest igat ion,  an act ive invest igat ion to the extent  that  that  

word has got  a formal  meaning,  a  par t i cu lar  meaning .   My 

quest ion real l y  is  something was being looked at  wi th in  

IDAC.   His name was not  coming up for  the f i rs t  t ime in  th is  

meet ing being ment ioned to people in  IDAC.   Mr Sesoko had 

some discussion  wi th Mr Perumal  before your meet ing 

re lat ing to Mr Nkabinde .   

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  no,  no.   The d iscussion about  Mr  

Nkabinde star ted. . .   Mr Perumal  had a d iscussion wi th me 

that  he d id not  want  the name of  Nkabinde ment ioned to Mr  20 

Raphesu.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes.  

MS RAMSAMY :    The d iscussion involv ing everyone about  

Mr Nkabinde was star ted by  Advocate Johnson in  the 

meet ing af ter  the presentat ion  and then everybody that  
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knew him was p ip ing in  to  say,  oh yes,  we have that ,  o r  yes,  

we know about  th is .   So i t  was that  sor t  o f  conversat ion .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.   I  th ink what  I  am t ry ing to make 

sense of  or  to  understand is ,  you say Mr S esoko in  that  

meet ing conf i rms he has spoken to Mr Perumal ,  or  they 

speak to each other  in  that  meet ing .   Something is  asked 

about  t ranscr ip t .   Raphesu says,  yes,  I  do have the 

t ranscr ip ts .   What  I  am t ry ing to understand is  whether  they 

each just  happened to have something about  Mr Nkabinde 

and i t  had no par t icu lar  meaning unt i l  that  meet ing .   Or,  in  10 

fact ,  i t  suggests  that  they may wel l  each have been,  for  

whatever  purpose,  have been possessed or  deal ing wi th 

something to do wi th Mr Nkabinde.   I t  is  that  which I  am 

t ry ing to c lar i fy.    

MS RAMSAMY :    For  c lar i t y  purposes,  when Mr Nkabinde 's  

name was ment ioned and a l l  th is  in format ion was,  i t  must  

be noted that  at  that  t ime that  no invest igator,  no  

prosecutor,  were  pursuing the ev idence that  was housed 

wi th in those dockets against  Mr Nkabinde .    

ADV BALOYI  SC :    Okay.   No,  thank you.   You have 20 

answered me.   Thank you.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you.  

CHAIRPERSON :     So basica l ly,  a l l  o f  th is ,  that  is  the 

request  for  people by,  the request  by Advocate Johnson fo r  

people to  get  her  in format ion,  a l l  o f  i t  s temmed pure ly f rom 
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the fact  that  she had heebie - jeebies about  h im ?  Is  that  how 

i t  appeared to you or  was there anyth ing e lse ?   

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  i t  looked l ike there was a  deeper  

reason for  th is .   I  do deal  wi th  i t  a  l i t t le  b i t  la ter  on about  

the WhatsApp tha t  Advocate  Johnson had sent  me about  the 

Mr Nkabinde th ing.  

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight ,  a l l  r ight .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You can deal  wi th  i t  now because 

i t  forms par t  o f  the chronology because your aff idavi t  comes 

la ter,  but  you wanted to in t roduce the aff idavi t  f i rs t .   So le t  10 

us go back to how I  wanted to deal  wi th  i t .   You,  on the 

22 n d ,  the 22 n d  o f  January has s igni f icance for  two reasons.   

Af ter  the presentat ion,  there is  th is  d iscussion about  Mr  

Nkabinde.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    But  there is  a lso,  pr ior  to  that ,  

how Project  Divers ion was going to be implemented going 

forward,  and that  we deal  wi th  la te r.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Par t  o f  the 22 January where  Mr 20 

Nkabinde was d iscussed,  the  meet ing wi th Min ister  Mchunu 

and Advocate Johnson a day or  two pr ior  a lso has 

s igni f i cance in  respect  of  Pro ject  Divers ion and Mr 

Nkabinde.   So le t  us just  deal  wi th  Mr Nkabinde now 

because that  has s igni f icance insofar  as Mr Raphesu 's 
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v ic t imisat ion is  concerned,  and that  i s  how the af f idavi t  

comes about  la te r.   

 But  you can then go to,  a f ter  Advocate Johnson 

asks for  these requests  on the 22 n d  o f  January,  there is  a 

WhatsApp exchange between the  two of  you,  which is  at  

page 239 of  Fi le  10.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Okay:  

“On the 23 r d  o f  January 2025,  at  13 :38,  I  

sent  Advocate Johnson …”  …[intervenes] .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Sor ry,  Ms Ramsamy,  when you 10 

read f rom the f i le ,  maybe br ing  the  f i le  c loser  to  you so that  

you do not  move away f rom the microphone.   Thanks.    

MS RAMSAMY :    13:38:  

“A f ternoon,  Advocate Johnson.   I  spoke 

to Ti las about  the  l inks and the evidence 

regard ing C Nka. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    That  is  a reference to Mr 

Nkabinde and Ti l as is  Advocate Chabala la .    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect :  

“Peter  Whi te has a comprehensive report  20 

on the l inks on var ious mat ters,  ce l l  

phone records,  and vehic le provided to  

h im . ”   

H im being Mr Nkabinde.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And who is  Peter  Whi te ?   
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MS RAMSAMY :    He is  a data analyst .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Wi th in IDAC?   

MS RAMSAMY :    He previously was wi th in IDAC on cont ract  

basis .   He is  now a serv ice provider.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.    

MS RAMSAMY :     

“Raphesu  has provided the t ranscr ip ts  

of  the court  case and judgment .   I  wi l l  

awai t  your  inst ruct ions on obta in ing  the 

report  and provid ing the same to your 10 

off ice. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    What  report  are you referr ing to  

here?   

MS RAMSAMY :    The Peter  Whi te report  because Advocate  

Johnson had inst ructed me to speak to Ti l as and f ind out  

what  ev idence against  Mr Nkabinde was at  hand,  and that  is  

why I  am informing h er  that  Mr Whi te has a comprehensive  

report .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And then there is  a 

response f rom Advocate Johnson.  20 

MS RAMSAMY :     

“Please obta in report .   Just  met  the 

Min ister  now.   Need to put  together  

ASAP. ”   

I  rep ly :  
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“Noted.   Thank you. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  and you wanted to refer  to  

th is  exchange in  response to a quest ion about  f rom the 

Chai r  whether  the only reason fo r  the enqui ry by Advocate  

Johnson was because Mr Nkabinde made her  fee l  

uncomfor table ,  and you said you thought  that  t here was a 

d i f ferent  reason and refer red us to th is .   So can you te l l  us 

why you say so and why th is  i s  re levant ?   

MS RAMSAMY :    My understanding or  observat ion of  th is  is  

that  i f  she is  saying  to me,  just  met  the Min ister  now,  need 10 

to put  th is  together  ASAP,  obviously the Min ister  is  a lso 

happy or  approving that  Mr Nkabinde must  be invest igated,  

charged.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Wel l ,  a t  that  s tage there is  

noth ing suggest ing that  he must  be charged .   She is  just  

gather ing in format ion at  the t ime .    

MS RAMSAMY :    I f  I  may just  put  i t  as to  how I  understood 

i t  in  the meet ing on the 22 n d  o f  January?  I  want  something  

on th is  guy.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Meaning what  in  your  speak ?   20 

MS RAMSAMY :    In  my head,  Advocate Johnson wanted d i r t  

on Mr Nkabinde  and she wanted to charge h im.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And your reference,  so are you 

suggest ing that  at  the meet ing,  e i ther  on the 20 t h  o r  the 21 s t  

a t  the Min ister 's  res idence,  that  was when the Min ister  and 
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Advocate Johnson d iscussed Mr Nkabinde ?   

MS RAMSAMY :    I  assumed i t  to  be so because of  the way 

Advocate Johnson was pushing fo r  the in format ion,  even on 

the 23 r d ,  and then she said she spoke to the Min ister,  we 

must  move ASAP.   The other  aspect  of  the 22 n d  o f  January  

2025 meet ing that  made me a ler t  to  the fact  that  the  

meet ings wi th the  Min ister  were common or  regular  was that  

she said,  Advocate Johnson said to  the team the Min ister  

wants to  c lean up SAPS,  he wants us to help h im c lean up 

SAPS.   Cr ime Inte l l igence speci f ica l ly.  10 

CHAIRPERSON :    Let  me just  take you back o n d igging up 

d i r t  on Mr Nkabinde .   From where I  am s i t t ing,  that  is  not  

the only in ference that  one could  have drawn .   What  i f  

perhaps the Min is ter  wanted h is mind put  at  ease ?  Say for  

example,  just  make sure that  what  I  have heard about  Mr 

Nkabinde is  in  fac t  not  t rue.   And i f  that  were the case,  then 

h is mind would be put  at  rest .    

MS RAMSAMY :    I  could agree that  that  is  a possib i l i ty.    

CHAIRPERSON :    I  am asking i t  in  the l ight  of  what  Ms 

Segeels-Ncube ra ised wi th you,  which is  there  was no 20 

charge or  what ,  I  have forgot ten the language.   That  too is  a 

possib le in ference under the c i rcumstances .    

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  could be a possib le in fe rence ,  but  the 

manner in  which i t  was said to  me I  knew al ready because I  

was in  the envi ronment  and I  could  read the room.   But  a lso  
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the urgency on the 23 r d ,  but  then my evidence wi l l  fur ther  

show that  I  was get t ing pressure to  do a 28 to invest igate a 

stand-a lone against  Mr Nkabinde .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  my quest ion was speci f ica l l y  

at  that  s tage  tha t  could have been a possib i l i ty  because 

there were no charges yet .   Advocate Johnson d id  not  say 

we need to charge h im .   She jus t  wanted the in format ion.   

She was gather ing in format ion .    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Ms Ncube,  maybe I  misheard you.   10 

Did you say at  the min ister 's  res idence or  at  the Min ister 's  

instance?   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Residence.    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So i t  came f rom you and not  the 

wi tness.   What  do  you know about  the meet ing  at  the  

Min ister 's  res idence,  the meet ing between Advocate  

Johnson and the Min ister?   

MS RAMSAMY :    That  i t  had taken p lace af terhours .   That  

she was le f t  wai t ing fo r  an extended per iod of  t ime for  the  

Min ister.   She was wi th the Chie f  o f  Staff ,  Mr  Nkabinde .   20 

And at  that  meet ing,  except  for  the heebie- jeebies ,  the  

aspect  of  the Min ister  want ing to c lean up SAP S and more 

speci f ica l l y  Cr ime Inte l l igence  was d iscussed.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So that  was the subject  of  d iscussion  

at  that  meet ing?   
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MS RAMSAMY :    That  is  what  I  was in formed .    

CHAIRPERSON :    And d id Advoca te Johnson te l l  you what  

exact ly  the Min ister  had said about  Cr ime Inte l l igence ,  

which gave r ise to  the need for  a c leanup ?   

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  Chai r.   I  was not  pr ivy,  but  f rom the 

way the conversat ion progressed,  i t  was c lear  that  the only 

three people in  the room that  knew what  was being spoken 

about  in  those undertones was Advocate Johnson,  Mr  

Padayachee,  and Mr Perumal .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Chai r.   I  see that  i t  i s  10 

11:01.   Maybe take the adjournment .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Let  us adjourn and resum e at  11 :30.  

INQUIRY ADJOURNS 

INQUIRY RESUMES 

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes,  Ms Ncube?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Chai r .   Ms Ramsamy,  

we were st i l l  dea l ing wi th the issue of  Mr Cedr ic  Nkabinde 

and I  just  want  to  c lar i f y  some issues wi th you before you 

move on wi th that  top ic.   The f i rs t  is  just  to  conf i rm that  Mr  

Nkabinde at  that  s tage was not  the subject  of  any IDAC 20 

invest igat ions?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And then insofar  as the 

second aspect  i s  concerned,  you ment ioned that  there was 

a purpose fo r  the  meet ing wi t h  the  Min ister ,  Min iste r  Mcunu 
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and Advocate Johnson e i ther  the 20 t h  or  the 21 s t  o f  January.   

I  am not  sure whether  you actual ly  speci f i ca l ly  to ld  us what  

the purpose was and who to ld you that  that  was the purpose 

for  the meet ing.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    I  was not  speci f i ca l l y  to ld  what  the  

purpose of  the meet ing was.   From the manner in  which the  

conversat ion was going between Mr Padayachee,  Mr 

Perumal  and Advocate Johnson,  I  p icked up that  there was,  

f i rs t ly  that  th is  was not  the f i rs t  meet ing but  what  Advocate 

Johnson eventua l ly  sa id was tha t  the Min ister  wants to  10 

real ly  c lean up Cr ime Inte l l igence and SAPS.   So I  thought  

that  was the purpose.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Just  so tha t  we are not  confused,  on  

239,  because you are ta lk ing about  the meet ing on the 20 t h? 

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    The la te n igh t  meet ing.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    The n ight  meet ing,  correct .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    I  do  not  know how late but  le t  us say 

i t  is  an evening meet ing,  le t  us not  say la te n ight .  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .  20 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    This  one is  on the 23 r d  o f  January  

2025.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    And i t  must  have taken p lace in  the 

morning because Advocate Johnson says just  met  the  
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Min iste r  now.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct ,  a t  13.44.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Ja.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    So at  th is  page 239 and your ev idence 

so  far ,  there  is  then been at  least  two meet ings between the  

Min ister  and Ms Johnson.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Accord ing to th is .   Are you aware  of  any 10 

fur ther  meet ings?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Not  d i rect ly  aware.   I  was jus t  in  the 

meet ings here,  the Min ister  sa id,  the Min ister  sa id.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    But  I  d id  not  know how i t  was 

communicated or  whether  they were st i l l  meet ing.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    And do you know who went  wi th  

Advocate Johnson to th is  meet ing?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    That ,  the meet ing of  the 20 t h  or  the 21 s t? 20 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    This one,  the  23 r d .  

ADV RAMSAMY :    The 23 r d ,  no,  I  am not  aware of  what  that  

meet ing was about .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    You know about  the 20 t h ,  who went  

wi th?  
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ADV RAMSAMY :    I  was in formed by Advocate Johnson that  

she was a lone wa i t ing fo r  the Min is ter  wi th  Mr Nkabinde.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And she,  wi th  her  p rotectors of  

course.   

ADV RAMSAMY :    Her protectors were asked to wai t  

outs ide and her  ce l l  phones were handed to the protectors.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And then just  s tay ing on 

239,  when you star t  out  the message to Advocate Johnson,  

you say:  

“Af ternoon Advocate Johnson,  I  spoke to  10 

Telus about  the l inks and evidence 

regard ing C Nkab.”  

When you expla ined the taskings that  Advocate Johnson 

gave on the 22 n d  o f  January,  I  do not  recal l  you saying  

whether  she had asked you to do something speci f ica l l y .   

So I  just  wanted to know how do you get  to  the  poin t  where 

you are te l l ing her  that  you spoke to Telus,  was i t  an 

inst ruct ion f rom her or…?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   The inst ruct ion,  a f ter  the  

communicat ion and the  d iscussion about  Mr Nkabinde,  20 

which was pr imar i ly  between Mr  Perumal ,  Mr Sesoko an d 

Advocate Johnson,  we were just  par ty to  the meet ing.   

Advocate Johnson inst ructed me because Advocate  

Chabala la was the prosecutor  on  those two mat ters that  

were d iscussed and those mat ters were wi th in the IDAC 
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space and a l ready in  cour t .    

 Advocate Johnson inst ructed me to contact  

Advocate Chabala la and f ind out  what  ev idence was 

conta ined in  those two dockets against  Mr Nkabinde and 

then report  to  her .   And that  is  how I  determined through 

Advocate Chabala la that  Mr Peter  Whi te had documentary  

evidence wi th regards to forensic analys is.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Then do you want  to  

cont inue wi th the  t imel ine insofar  as the Cedr ic  Nkabinde 

mat ter  is  concerned?  So now we have deal t  wi th  the 23 r d .   10 

For reference,  i f  you then want  to  look at  your  Apr i l  a f f idavi t  

on 248,  a l though th is  af f idavi t  comes la ter ,  you do set  out  a 

comprehensive h isto ry of  events that  t ranspi red.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    In  my af f idavi t…  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I f  we go to 253,  that  i s  where you 

ta lk  about  the 23 r d  o f  January.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    253?   

“On the 23 r d  o f  January 2025,  around 

13h00,  I  contacted Chabala la.   I  advised 

h im that  the ID asked me to contact  h im 20 

and ask h im…”  

Sorry,  i t  should say ask,  but  i t  just  says ‘as ’ ;  

“…about  the l ink  between Nkabinde and 

his two cases.   He advised me that  in  B lue  

L ights there was a comprehensive report  
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compi led by Whi te.   However,  he was to ld  

by Advocate Louw and Colonel  Roelofse  

that  that  i s  not  the angle of  prosecut ion  

that  they were pursuing and noth ing was 

done fur ther  about  the report .   I  then 

contacted the  ID v ia WhatsApp,  expla in ing  

above and request ing inst ruct ions 

regard ing obta in ing the reports.   I  was 

asked by the ID to obta in the reports.   I  

then contacted Sesoko.   I  asked h im to 10 

p lease assist .   I  do not  want  to  contact  

Whi te d i rect ly  as he is  a wi tness in  a  

mat ter  that  I  am al located.   On the 24 t h  o f  

January 2025,  ID ind icated v ia WhatsApp 

to me she wanted a progress report  on  

Nkabinde.   A meet ing took p lace on the  

27 t h  of  January. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Can we just  establ ish that  you are  

saying that  on  the 24 t h ,  Advocate Johnson asks fo r  

feedback f rom you?  20 

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  and that  we wi l l  f ind at  

page 242 and maybe we star t  a t  240,  the top of  240.   And 

just  to  g ive context  on the date that  we are ta lk ing  about ,  

you can see on 239 that  at  the foo t  of  that  page i t  says 24 
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January 2025 and at  2.40 she says there is  a message f rom 

Advocate Johnson at  10.54.   Do you want  to  star t  there?  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Before you star t  there,  at  that  foot  of  

239:  

“ I  handed a l l  dockets that  came to me in  

December to  Chie f  and Br ian. ”  

What  dockets are these?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    The or ig inal  dockets.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Relat ing to Mr Nkabinde.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    No,  th is  message was in  re lat ion to the 10 

fact  that  the dockets she had asked me to hand to  her  PA 

af ter  they were photocopied,  the Fadie l  Adams dockets.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    She then ind icated to me that  she 

handed a l l  the dockets that  came to me in  December to  

Chief ,  be ing Mr Perumal  and Br ian.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  thank you.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    A t  10.54,  Advocate Johnson sends me a  

WhatsApp saying:  

“Just  want  to  know how far  we are wi th the  20 

Nkabinde stuf f . ”  

I  rep ly:  

“ I  wi l l  advise wi th in the  next  20 minutes.   

The report  was going to be sent  to  Mr  

Sesoko. ”  
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You can leave that  last  par t .   We 

wi l l  get  to  that  when we deal  wi th  the Adams mat ters.   And 

so that  i s  what  you were referr ing to that  you had ind icated,  

she asked for  an update and you responded to that .  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And you can go back to your  

statement ,  to  your  af f idavi t  a t  253.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Thank you.  

“ I  contacted Sesoko however he was in  a  

meet ing.   I  then contacted Whi te d i rect ly .   10 

He expla ined at  length the cel l  phone 

records,  a payment  of  a  la rge amount  fo r  

c lo th ing and a vehic le.   I  sent  ID a text  

wi th  th is  in fo rmat ion,  inc luding the fact  

that  Whi te had a  f ive page report  on th is  

but  was to ld to  cease work and thus d id  

noth ing fur ther .   On the same day,  Sesoko 

contacted me te lephonical l y ,  ind icat ing  

that  he was on h is way to the of f ice and 

wanted to see me.   When I  went  to  h is  20 

of f ice,  I  found B inang being Invest igator  

Temane Binang,  and Chabala la  being  

Senior  State Advocate,  Ti las Chabala la.   

The d iscussion was about  the Whi te 's  

report .   Chabala la ind icated that  a stand -



    5 AUGUST 2026 – DAY 154 
 

Page 67  o f  224  

 

 

a lone prosecut ion can ensue and B inang 

can star t  f ina l i s ing the invest igat ion .   

Sesoko ind icated that  he d id not  want  any 

of  the IPID invest igators to  deal  wi th  the  

mat ter  and that  a neut ra l  IDAC 

invest igator  should pursue the  

invest igat ion.   I  was then contacted by the  

ID 's personal  ass istant ,  ind icat ing that  the  

ID was avai lab le for  the meet ing wi th  

Sesoko and myse l f .   Perumal  was a l ready 10 

seated in  ID 's of f ice when I  arr i ved.   The 

at tendees at  th is  meet ing was the ID,  

Sesoko,  Perumal ,  and mysel f .   Sesoko 

proceeded to expla in to  the ID and 

Perumal  the l inks as per  the  chart s  

provided by Whi te .   There was d iscussions 

about  the invest igat ion that  needs to  

proceed.   Perumal  ind icated that  

Bel lochun can cont inue wi th the  

invest igat ion. ”  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Can I  just  pause there and ask 

you to,  as par t  o f  our  t imel ine,  i f  you can go to 242 of ,  

which is  the WhatsApp 's,  page 242.   Are you there?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    I  am.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    A t  242,  i t  is  par t  o f  a  message 
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that  you send to Advocate Johnson about  the Nkabinde 

mat ter  at  the top at  12.59.   You say:  

“There is  a lso l inks on cel l  phone records 

between Nkab and James.”  

Who is  James?  You do not  have to  say i t  i f  i t  is  a . . .   

ADV RAMSAMY :    No,  no,  he is  a wel l -known former  

General  or  L ieutenant  General  o f  SAPS.   I t  is  James 

Ramanja lum.   He just  f in ished serv ing a f ive -year sentence 

af ter  a p lea agreement  between the  IDAC and h imsel f .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And you say,  so:  10 

“There is  records between Mr Nkabinde 

and James,  and we wi l l  need to obta in  

those records f rom Suni l  as wel l . ”  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And th is  is  a l l  par t  o f  fact - f ind ing,  

fact -gather ing in  respect  of  Mr Nkabinde?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Cor rect ,  on the  inst ruct ions of  Advocate 

Johnson.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    No i nvest igat ion author ised as 

yet?  20 

ADV RAMSAMY :    No,  there was noth ing.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Where Mr Chabala la says that  a stand -

a lone prosecut ion can ensue,  i t  is  a  stand -a lone 

prosecut ion of  Mr  Nkabinde that  he  is  ta lk ing about?  
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ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    And the prosecut ion would be fo r  what ,  

as you understood i t  here?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Based on what  I  had been to ld  at  that  

point ,  Mr  Nkabinde is  l inked to receiv ing a large sum of  

money fo r  the purposes of  c lo th ing f rom a serv ice provider  

that  IPID was invest igat ing.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Whi le  he was st i l l  a t  IP ID.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Whi le  he was st i l l  a t  IP ID.   And the other  

l ink where I  speak about  James Ramanja lum is  that  there is  10 

cel l  phone records between the accused and Mr Nkabinde,  

and there was an invest igat ion tha t  was being deal t  wi th  by  

both DPCI and IPID wi th regards to that  procurement  

i r regular i t ies,  and both those mat ters are in  cour t .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.   Thank you.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Did the report  a lso reveal  that  he 

received an Audi  and some cash paid for  by th is  person that  

was being invest igated by IPID?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   The report  d id ind icate  about  

the Audi .   I t  a lso  spoke about  how the Audi  was col lected 20 

and for  what  per iod i t  was used,  and the cash.   And the 

cash l ink was based on the wi thdrawal  of  the serv ice  

provider  and the  cel l  phone tower,  and the phone cal ls  

between those par t ies.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    So,  at  th is  point ,  has there been a 
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re ferra l  o r  compla int  to  IDAC about  Mr Nkabinde?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    No.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    There is  not  at  th is  point?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    There is  noth ing formal .   I t  is  just  

inst ruct ions f rom Advocate Johnson that  we must  ga ther  the  

in format ion that  we have of  cr iminal i ty .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    And i t  a l l  comes af te r  her  meet ing wi th 

the Min ister  where she said Nkabinde gave her  heebie -

jeebies.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   I  do bel ieve there  is  more to 10 

what  t ranspi red between the two of  them.  I  am just  not  

aware of  i t .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.   Thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Then just  to  cont inue wi th that  

242,  Advocate Johnson then responds at  1 o 'c lock.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    A t  1  o 'c lock.    

“ I  am shocked.   He is  the staf f  o f f icer  o f  

the Min ister  . . . [ in tervenes] ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I  am shook.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Shook.   Sorry.  20 

“ I  am shook.   He is  the staf f  o f f icer  of  the  

Minister  of  Pol ice .   Can you what  damage 

he can do wi th  a l l  the in format ion,  e t  

cetera,  he gets f rom the of f ice,  f rom that  

of f ice?”  
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then I  am interested in  your  

response at  13.02.   Read that  and then expla in to  us.  

ADV RAMSAMY :     

“ I t  expla ins how the messages for  no t  

cancel l ing the task team were so  easi l y  

conveyed and consequences of  cancel l ing.   

The MP in Cape Town showed us the  

messages. ”   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    [ ind ist inc t ]…  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Yes,  I  th ink . . . [ in te rvenes]  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Sorry,  when you say not ,  you are  

referr ing to the not ice for  cancel l ing.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    And wi th regards to th is ,  I  had in  Part  1  

ind icated that  when we were in  con sul tat ion on the 6 t h  o f  

January 2025 wi th Mr Fadie l  Adams,  he d id show us 

messages a l legedly  f rom Mister  or  General  Mkhwanazi  

ind icat ing that  they were going to  ar rest  Min ister  Mcunu i f  

the PKTT was c losed.   I  a lso ind ica ted that  I  was not  sure i f  20 

i t  was Mr Nkabindi  o r  the Min ister  that  had fo rwarded the  

messages.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  because you said the 

messages,  you were not  real l y  in te rested in  the messages.   

ADV RAMSAMY :    I  was not  in teres ted.  
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And Mr Raphesu said that  he  

could not  real ly  decipher what  the message was saying 

because Mr Adams was te l l ing h im what  the message is  

saying whi le  showing h im the message.   

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .   That  is  how,  because I  d id  not  

read the messages and Mr Adams was ta lk ing over  and 

expla in ing what  the messages were saying,  that  is  how I  

understood what  the messages were about .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And that  is  what  you mean when 

you say and consequences of  cancel l ing.   In  other  words,  10 

what  Mr Adams had to ld you and Mr Raphesu and Mr  

Perumal  i s  that  M in ister  Mcunu is  going to  be ar rested i f  the 

task team is cancel led.   

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Do you want  to  then go 

back to your af f idavi t?   

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .   Thank you.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Before you do that ,  previously  or  today,  

d id we get  an explanat ion of  what  th is  af f idavi t ,  that  is  at  

page 248,  what  is  i ts  purpose under what  c i rcumstances?  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I  had asked the wi tness,  

Commissioner Ba loyi ,  and you wi l l  recal l  that  she went  and 

expla ined the a f f idavi t  but  not  the purpose of  i t .   And that  is  

when I  took her  back to the h istory ,  so maybe you can just  

te l l  us why you prepared i t .  
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ADV RAMSAMY :    Commissioner,  Chai r ,  on the  30 t h  o f  

January 2025,  Advocate Johnson sent  me messages 

ind icat ing someth ing bad had happened and I  was going to 

be heartbroken.   We wi l l  deal  wi th  them as I  am deal ing wi th 

the chronology.   And when I  went  to ,  she had wanted to see 

me,  but  I  was on t reatment  at  the  t ime so I  was not  in  the  

of f ice.   And when I  d id return to  the of f ice,  I  went  to ,  

Advocate Johnson ind icated through her  PA that  I  must  

come and see her .    

 And she said to  me that  she had received a ca l l  10 

f rom Mr Nkabinde,  ind icat ing that  Mr Raphesu had in formed 

h im that  he was being invest igated by IDAC and that  i f ,  

something about  i f  they want  h is  bank records and a l l  o f  

that  he would provide i t .   But  she d id not  go in to deta i l  

because she was speeding a long to the point  where 

Raphesu has now breached sect ion 41(6) ,  he must  be  

charged.    

 A t  some point  dur ing the conve rsat ion she to ld me 

that  Perumal  wanted h im to be escorted out  of  the bui ld ing  

by the secur i t y ,  you know,  tha t  was the l ine  of  the 20 

conversat ion.   Later  on,  on the 26 t h  o f  February,  I  am on 

vacat ion and I  receive a phone cal l  f rom Mr Mbalo.   Mr  

Mbalo is  a member of  Mr Perumal 's  invest igat ive team.  He 

ind icates that  the  ID wants,  has inst ructed that  I  must  do an 

af f idavi t  on Mr Raphesu 's invest igat ion.    



    5 AUGUST 2026 – DAY 154 
 

Page 74  o f  224  

 

 

 So because I  was wi th people,  I  was wi th fami ly ,  we 

were on vacat ion ,  I  sa id to  h im I  wi l l  ca l l  h im when  I  get  

back.   Because I  d id  not  understand what  was requi red  and 

why as a prosecutor  I  was being asked to f i le  an af f idavi t .   

So la ter  on,  somewhere in  March,  I  ca l l  Mr Mbalo.   He 

expla ins that  the ID inst ructed that  I  must  do an af f idavi t  fo r  

the in ternal  invest igat ion against  Mr Raphesu.   So I  asked,  

who is  running the invest igat ion?  Where is  the reference 

number for  the invest igat ion?   

 You are asking me for  an af f idavi t  but  I  do not  even 10 

have,  I  mean,  HR reference number must  at  least  be  

provided to me.   In  any event ,  I  was to ld she wants the  

af f idavi t  and that  is  the purpose of  th is  af f idavi t .   I  must  

s tate that  on the 30 t h  when I  was being in formed by 

Advocate Johnson about  th is ,  I  d id  vo ice that  I  h igh ly doubt  

i t  was Mr Raphesu.   And I  expla ined to her  that  I  had been 

present  and taken notes in  a l l  the  meet ings that  t ranspi red  

about  Mr Nkabinde.    

 Mr Raphesu's involvement  in  the Mr Nkabinde th ing  

ended af ter  he gave us the t ranscr ip ts of  the t r ia l  on the  20 

22 n d  o f  January 2025.   And that  he  had,  he wa s not  par ty to  

any of  the meet ings so could i t  not  possib ly  be someone 

that  was in  our  meet ings.   So,  should I  p roceed?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    I  found B inang and Chabala la,  the 



    5 AUGUST 2026 – DAY 154 
 

Page 75  o f  224  

 

 

d iscussion was that ,  oh sorry,  I  read a l l  o f  that  a l ready.  

“ I  was then contacted by the ID 's personal  

assistant ,  ind ica t ing that  the ID was 

avai lab le fo r  the meet ing wi th  Sesoko 

mysel f .   Perumal  was a l ready seated in  

the ID 's of f ice when I  ar r i ved.   At tendees 

at  the meet ing were ID,  Sesoko,  Perumal  

and mysel f .   Seso ko provided the  

explanat ion to the ID and Perumal  and the  

l inks as per  the charts provided by Whi te .   10 

There were d iscussions about  the  

invest igat ion tha t  needed to proceed.   

Perumal  ind icated that  Bel lochun can 

cont inue wi th the  invest igat ions.   Sesoko 

stated the sent iment  he shared in  the  

meet ing as  per  paragraph 6.39.   The ID 

agreed and stated that  Padayachee would  

at tend to the invest igat ions.   The meet ing  

cont inued where Perumal  ind icated that  a  

person cal led G…”  20 

This in i t ia l  is  used when refer r ing to G eninda.   I  th ink he is  

a General ,  Geninda.   But  I  know he is  f rom Cold Cases,  

SAPS.    

“…was to ld or  posi t ioned to take the  

message to the top.   I  was unclear  what  
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the statement  meant ,  as i t  was in  context  

of  what  we were d iscussing regard ing  

Nkabinde.   I  then excused mysel f  f rom the 

meet ing.   On the 30 t h  o f  January 2025,  

Sesoko contacted me regard ing the  

author isat ion documents for  the Nkabinde 

mat ter .   I  sent  the ID a WhatsApp,  asking  

i f  the author isat ion should be done in  

terms of  which fo rm of  author isat ion . ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Can we go to that  WhatsApp at  10 

245?  

ADV RAMSAMY :     

“Af ternoon,  Advocate Johnson.   P lease 

advise.   Author isat ion fo r  Nkab stand -

a lone.   Must  i t  be done as a  Sect ion  

28(13) or  28(1)?”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Just  to  conf i rm,  at  th is  stage 

there is  not  a referra l  or  a sect ion 27 refer ra l?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  20 

ADV RAMSAMY :    I  must  just  exp la in that  in  the meet ing  

that  I  have just  spoken about ,  where Mr Whi te 's  report  is  

being expla ined to Advocate Johnson,  Mr Perumal  had 

ind icated that  because there were a l ready author isat ions for  

those two mat ters ,  they can just  proceed in  terms of  28s.  
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PROSECUTOR :   Wi thout  a sect ion 27 referra l?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    28 refer ra l .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And so now you are  asking 

Advocate Johnson to advise you insofar  as that  i s  

concerned?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Because Mr Sesoko is  saying,  he had 

cal led and he had asked,  has i t  been done?  And I  sa id,  no,  

I  have not  rece ived any inst ruc t ions as  to what  i t  is 

supposed to be.   And then I  sa id  to  h im,  I  wi l l  speak to the  

ID.   But  by then,  I  am aware that  Mr Bel lochun and Mr  10 

Padayachee had a l ready taken the devices f rom James 

Ramanja lum back to Mr Whi te.   So obviously those three 

had a l ready cont inued or  s tar ted where they le f t  o f f  wi th  the 

invest igat ion on that  ce l l  phone.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Just  to  c lear  my understanding,  the  

author isat ion for  the two other  mat ters that  Mr Perumal  

speaks of ,  what  are those mat ters,  the two mat ters?  In  

fact ,  what  is  the author isat ion in  respect  of  those two?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Oef… mmm…  

ADV BALOYI SC :    I  guess what  I  am t ry ing to c lar i f y  for  20 

mysel f  is  how Nkabinde f i ts  in to those author isat ions to a 

point  where i t  fo l lows natura l ly  out  of  those two others.   So 

you would have to say the two mat ters are mat ters such and 

such and such and such.   And then hopefu l l y  we see the 

l ink that  makes i t  a  va l id  response to say we a l ready have 
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author isat ion in  the other  two mat ters.   We do not  need one 

speci f ic  f rom Nkabinde.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Can I  answer i t  in  th is  way,  rather?  I  

spoke ear l ie r  about  the fact  tha t  cer ta in mat ters  of  Mr 

Perumal  that  were p laced on the court  ro l l  whi le  Advocate  

Johnson was Head of  Of f i ce,  do  not  have author isat ions.   

That  is  one of  those mat ters.   The other  mat ter  i s  a  mat ter  

where i t  was referred to the ID when Advocate Cronje was 

there.   There is  a Const ruct ive 28(13)  and i t  is  based on 

test imony at  the Zondo Commission .  10 

ADV BALOYI SC :    That  impl icates Mr Nkabinde?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    As far  as I  understood f rom the report ,  

yes i t  does.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  and then at  245,  Advocate  

Johnson 's response to your  enqui ry about  the 

author isat ion?  

ADV RAMSAMY :     

“Wi l l  check.   We need to ta lk .   Something  

terr ib le  has happened.   Whatever you do,  20 

do not  d iscuss anyth ing on Nkab wi th  

Mantsha.   When you hear what  I  have to  

say,  your  heart  wi l l  break. ”  

I t  is  in i t ia l ly  ‘breka’  and then there  is  a ‘break’  underneath.   

This was at  13.55.   I  rep ly:  
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“ I  wi l l  not .   We have been keeping tha t  

between Mr S,  mysel f ,  and Dylan. ”  

Dylan being Mr Perumal ,  Mr S being Mr Sesoko.   She 

repl ies:  

“Do not  ta lk  to  Mr S e i ther .   I  have to  

f igure some th ings out .   I t  is  bad. ”  

I  rep ly:  

“ I  wi l l  not .   I  am worr ied now.”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And so then you meet  wi th 

Advocate Johnson.   10 

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    And Mantsha referred to here  as Mr 

Raphesu.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And when do you meet  wi th her?   

Was i t  on the. . .  

ADV RAMSAMY :    I  do not  have my calendar wi th me,  but  i t  

would have been not  more than a day or  two la ter .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   You may proceed.   Do you 20 

want  to  then look at  your  af f idavi t?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Ja,  I  just  want  to  put ,  the t imel ine was in  

here,  as poor ly  draf ted as th is  af f idavi t  i s ,  i t  is  here.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    A t  254,  you speak about  the 30 t h ,  

and then st i l l  on 254,  6.46 on the 31 s t  o f  January.  
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ADV RAMSAMY :    Yes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So you would have met  her  the  

very next  day.   And just  te l l  us what  happens there.   You do 

not  have to read the af f idavi t .  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Advocate Johnson in forms me tha t  on the 

day before,  on  the 30 t h ,  that  Mr Perumal  and Mr  

Padayachee were  in  her  of f ice.   And she expla ined that  on 

the evening of  the 29 t h ,  she had been receiv ing cal ls  f rom 

Mr Nkabinde.   She was unable to  answer them.  She had 

ind icated to me that  she was at  the temple,  and so she 10 

could not  answer  the cal l s .   She d id send a text  to  h im 

indicat ing she cannot  ta lk ,  he must  text .    

 And then on the 30 t h ,  in  the presence of  Mr Perumal  

and Mr Nkabinde,  I  mean Mr Perumal  and Mr Padayachee,  

Mr Nkabinde cal led,  and she answered,  and she put  h im on 

speaker.   And that  he had in formed her  that  he was 

in formed by Mantsha Raphesu that  there was an 

invest igat ion in to h im at  IDAC,  and that  she must  be carefu l  

as  Mr Sesoko uses Raphesu and B inang.   This  is  what  

Advocate Johnson is  te l l ing me Mr Nkabinde to ld her .  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And Mr Nkabinde and Mr Sesoko 

have a h istory f rom IPID?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    I  la ter  found out ,  yes,  they d id.   In  fact ,  I  

found out  the h istory whi le  watching Ad Hoc Commit tee.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Oh,  okay.   And so when Advocate 
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Johnson said that  Mr Nkabinde to ld her  to  be  carefu l  

because Sesoko uses Raphesu and B inang,  you d id not  

understand why Mr Sesoko would use Mr Raphesu and 

B inang in  re lat ion  to Mr Nkabinde?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    No,  I  d id  not .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.    

ADV RAMSAMY :    I  was shocked.   I  was confused.   I t  was a 

lo t  o f  in format ion  over load in  what  Advocate Johnson was 

saying.   And I  asked the ID i f  an invest iga t ion had 

commenced in to the  a l legat ions by  Mr Nkabinde aga inst  Mr 10 

Raphesu.   And I  asked her ,  i s  i t  not  possib le that  someone 

e lse had to ld h im?  And then I  repeated to her  f rom the 22 n d  

o f  January who was present  in  those meet ings.   And then I  

sa id to  her ,  I  d id  not  te l l  Mr Raphesu.   So is  i t  possib le that  

Mr Perumal  o r  Mr  Padayachee to ld  h im?  Or Mr Sesoko or  

Mr Chabala la or  maybe Mr B inang?  And she said,  no,  no,  

no,  I  know,  I  know i t  was Raphesu.   And so I  le f t  i t  a t  that .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    In  fact ,  a t  page 254 at  46.3 you 

say:  

“ I  was shocked.   I  asked the ID i f  an  20 

invest igat ion had commenced and I  asked 

the ID i f  i t  could possib ly  be someone 

e lse,  as Raphesu was not  par ty  to  any 

d iscussions on the Nkabinde aspect  

except  for  the presentat ion on the  22 n d  o f  
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January 2025.   Raphesu was never par t  o f  

any of  the fu r ther  meet ings that  took p lace 

af ter  that .   He would not  have had any 

knowledge of  what  has t ranspi red. ”  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct ,  correct .    

“The ID ind icated that  she has star ted the  

process and that  Nkabinde was too c lea r  

in  who he named.   I  le f t  the ID 's of f ice,  

spoke br ie f ly  to  Mr Perumal .   We d id not  

d iscuss the deta i ls  of  the s i tuat ion,  we 10 

merely expressed our  shock and I  asked 

h im how could Raphesu know because I  

had excluded h im f rom al l  the fo l low -up 

meet ings af ter  the presentat ion.   On the  

10 t h  o f  February 2025,  I  was in formed by 

the ID v ia WhatsApp that  Mr Raphesu had 

been served wi th  a le t ter .   Fur ther  to  the  

events above,  no fu r ther  d iscussions 

between the persons ment ioned above,  

nor  any other  person took p lace  wi th me 20 

unt i l  receiv ing the cal l  f rom Invest igator  

Mbalo. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So by the t ime you deposed to 

th is  af f idavi t ,  there is  a l ready an invest igat ion  in to Mr  

Raphesu regard ing Nkabinde a l legat ions.   
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ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .   In  fac t ,  when I . . .   because the 

Commissioners wi l l  see that  i t  is  marked copy and Mr Mbalo  

s igns on 248 on the top.   So when I  handed h im the  

or ig inal ,  I  asked that  he s ign my copy and date i t .   On that  

day,  Mr Mbalo  had ind icated that  Mr Nkabinde –  I  am not  

going to swear,  so  I  am just  going  to say Mr Nkabinde had 

to ld Mr Mbalo to  FO,  he is  not  f i l ing an af f idavi t  and he d id  

not  say what . . .  and that  was the explanat ion.   He d id not  

say what .   Because I  d id  not  want  to  get  involved any 

fur ther  and I  reached a point  o f  deplet ion.   I  just  le f t  i t  a t  10 

that .    

 But  Mr Mbalo went  on to say tha t  I  must  not  be  

fooled because the  ID is  aware that  Mr Sesoko and Mr  

B inang has been protect ing Nkab inde.   And I  found that  

s t range because of  the meet ing and the presentat ion on the 

22 n d ,  but  la ter  on when I  d id have s ight  of  Mr Mbalo 's  

report ,  i t  was c lear  that  that  repor t  was t ry ing to,  because 

they st i l l  had not  even received an af f idavi t  or  a 

conf i rmat ion le t te r  f rom Mr Nkabinde about  the a l legat ions.    

 And when I  saw the report ,  Mr Mbalo. . .   I  must  20 

make i t  c lear ,  i t  is  very easy to see when you are work ing  

wi th people for  so long who draf ts  who and what .   You can 

p ick up the sty le  of  draf t ing.   That  is  not  Mr  Mbalo 's  

draf t ing.   I t  is  jus t  my opin ion.   But  in  that  report ,  they are  

t ry ing to impl icate Mr Raphesu,  Mr Sesoko and Mr B inang.   
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A t  some point ,  Advocate Johnson had spoken about  the fact  

that  Mr Raphesu had volunteered to do a polygraph and that  

that  is  easi l y  d ismissed and that  he was gui l ty .    

 A l l  o f  these th ings would be said in  these meet ings.   

So i t  was la ter  on that  I  d iscovered what  happened was on 

the 11 t h  o f  Apr i l ,  I  was compla in ing that  I  had not  received 

90 percent  of  the  documents  and Advocate Johnson wanted 

d ivers ion enro l led.   And so Mr Perumal  had inst ructed Mr 

Padayachee  to copy the d ivers ion  f i le  onto a USB and g ive  

i t  to  me.   Mr Padayachee had copied a lo t  o f  th ings and 10 

dur ing the consul tat ions and looking for  af f idavi ts  and a l l  o f  

that ,  I  came across Mr Perumal 's  af f idavi t .    

 And Mr Perumal 's  af f idavi t  is  very d i f ferent  to  

everyth ing that  I  heard.   I t  says that  he had contacted Mr 

Nkabinde the n ight  before and that  Mr Nkabinde was an 

IDAC source or  in fo rmer on the Cr ime Inte l l igence mat ters.   

And so the  ent i re  documentat ion  that  I  saw is  that  Mr  

Nkabinde had contacted Advocate Johnson on the 30 t h .   But  

in  Mr Perumal 's  af f idavi t ,  i t  s tates that  Advocate Johnson 

contacted Mr Nkabinde and put  h im on speaker  in  the 20 

presence of  Mr Perumal  and Mr Padayachee.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    As opposed to what  Advocate  

Johnson to ld you?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And that  is  par t  o f  the 
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documentat ion that  wi l l  s t i l l  be inc luded,  Chai r .  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Conf i rm.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So,  in  ef fect ,  what  you were  

saying in  th is  af f idavi t ,  by set t ing  out  the chronology and 

asking,  basica l l y  saying i t  could not  have been Mr Raphesu 

who leaked the in format ion because he would not  have been 

pr ivy to  the conversat ions.   That  i s ,  your  suspic ion  is  then 

conf i rmed that  i t  is  someone e lse in  Mr Perumal 's  af f idavi t  

that  was not  d isc losed.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   I  a lso had asked at  some point ,  10 

i f  Mr Raphesu was not  involved in  a l l  the meet ings,  then i t  

could only have been the four .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Inc luding  you.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Yes,  or  inc luding me,  f ive,  that  in fo rmed 

Mr Raphesu or  had in formed Mr Nkabinde.   But  my 

suspic ions were somewhat  that . . .   So I  am going to deal  

wi th  just  a  smal l  sn ippet  of  what  Mr Raphesu deal t  wi th ,  

wi th  regards to  h is  quest ion ing .   In  January 2025,  Mr 

Raphesu . . . [ in tervenes]  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You say h is quest ion ing,  you 20 

mean before the Commission?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Oh,  h is  ev idence before the Commission,  

I  apologise,  h is  ev idence before the Commission.   He 

ind icated that  he was asking a lo t  o f  quest ions and that  he 

was removed f rom the Mokwele because of  the quest ions on 
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the 204.   I f  I  can just  shed l ight  on what  was happening at  

that  t ime and expla in why there  was a need to remove Mr 

Raphesu,  o r  my v iews on why they would want  to  remove Mr  

Raphesu.    

 I  actual ly  sa id i t  to  Mr Sesoko and Advocate  

Johnson.   I  am too young to be juggl ing the egos and the  

ar rogance of  invest igators.   And invest igators are very 

ar rogant .   They real ly  a re.   They are stubborn and they are 

ar rogant .   So I  had said that  I  am juggl ing.   So there was 

th is  f ight  that  happened.   And I  agreed wi th  Mr Raphesu on 10 

a legal  perspect ive.   You cannot  star t  an invest igat ion on a 

204.   Because what  have you done?   

 The purpose of  a  sect ion 204 wi tness is  when you 

can get  ev idence no other  way.   But  you cannot  sta r t  wi th  a 

204 and then f rom the 204's submissions be guided on an 

invest igat ion.   And I  wi l l  expla in how that  204 aspect  and 

my object ions that  I  ra ised wi th Advocate Johnson in  my 

statement .   So there was a f ight .   And then there was. . .   I  

can see i t  so c lear ly  in  my head,  the point  wher e Mr 

Perumal  was standing up and he d id th is  –  but  I  am your 20 

commander!  –  to  Mr Raphesu,  because Mr Raphesu was 

object ing to these th ings.    

 And so in  order  to  fac i l i ta te th is  th ing,  I  sa id,  and I  

knew where the d i rect ion of  Advocate Johnson was going to 

be i f  I  took th is  to  her .   So I  ind icated to them, Mr Raphesu 
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has made great  s t r ides wi th Leg 1  on the Lushaba mat ter .   

And I  had been receiv ing updates every day and an updated 

report  every day.   Wi th regards to the Mokwele mat ter ,  I  

suggest  that  Mr Perum al  and Mr Padayachee cont inue,  so 

that  we do not  have th is .    

 But  they were st i l l  supposed to report  everyth ing to  

me so that  I  cou ld report  i t  to Advocate Johnson,  which I  

was complete ly bypassed on.   So in  essence i t  was me that  

removed Mr Raphesu f rom the Mokwele.   But  the  problem 

that  s ta r ted was Mr Raphesu,  af te r  I  had le f t  the meet ing 10 

and the invest iga tors were st i l l  d iscussing,  Mr Perumal  had 

to ld me af te r  that  Raphesu needs to get  in  l ine wi th how we 

work.   And i t  is  not  only h im,  tha t  i f  you stand  up to Mr  

Perumal ,  I  have expla ined what  happens to you.    

 So in  l ight  of  a l l  o f  those th ings,  in  the back of  my 

head,  I  doubted that  these a l legat ions,  because i t  happened 

again,  I  th ink  i t  was last  year  or  somet ime ear ly  th is  year ,  to  

another  invest iga tor  that  was a l located to Mr Perumal  on  

the d ivers ion mat ters,  where he was p laced wi th an emai l  o r  

le t ter  saying that  he must  respond to a l legat ions and they 20 

were the most  r id icu lous a l legat ions I  have ever  read.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   So we have now deal t  wi th  

the context  of  how that  s tatement  came about .   We can then 

go to the other  aspect  of  the 22 January meet ings.   

ADV RAMSAMY :    Okay.  
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    We can go back to your 

statement ,  page 6 ,  paragraph 15.  

ADV RAMSAMY :     

“Return ing to the chronology on 22 

January 2025,  the meet ing where  Pro ject  

Divers ion was d iscussed and the  

presentat ion made to Advocate Johnson 

was held.   Advocate Johnson made her  

own amendments  to  the presenta t ion in  

manuscr ip t  and handed a hard copy to the  10 

team at  the meet ing.   Dur ing th i s  

presentat ion,  I  took notes as I  usual ly  do .   

The presentat ion was expla ined to  

Advocate Johnson main ly by Mr Perumal .   

Before I  deal  w i th  Advocate Johnson 's  

inst ruct ions fo l lowing the presentat ion,  i t  

is  important  for  the Commissioners to  bear  

in  mind that  at  th is  stage,  the invest igat ion  

was in  existence for  s ix  weeks,  wi th  no  

act iv i t y  fo r  two weeks between the  19 t h  o f  20 

December 2024 and 6 January 2025.   Yes 

. . . [ in tervenes] ”  

ADV BALOYI SC :    What  is  the s igni f icance of  those dates,  

the 19 t h  o f  December to  6 January?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Between the 19 t h  o f  December and the 
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6 t h  o f  January,  no invest igat ions could have taken p lace.   I  

was on leave.   Mr Padayachee was out  of  the count ry.   Mr  

Raphesu was on leave and Mr Perumal  was act ing as the 

Head of  Invest iga t ions.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And the 19 t h  o f  December was 

when you and Mr Raphesu and Mr Perumal  had that  meet ing 

where you were d iscussing the conf ident ia l  documentat ion?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And the 6 t h  o f  January was when 10 

you go to Cape Town to meet  wi th Mr Adams?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And what  you want  to  convey 

here  is  that  you are real l y  deal ing wi th a s ix -week-o ld 

invest igat ion and the inst ruct ions that  fo l low are too 

excessive or  insofar  as you are just  a t  the in fancy of  an  

invest igat ion.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .   And we are at ,  to  use your  

word,  the in fancy of  a  sect ion 28(13) .   A  28(13)  i s  to  

determine i f  the veraci ty  of  the c la ims actual ly  lead to a  20 

cr iminal  invest iga t ion.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Which would be the 28(1)1.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    1 .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   How I  suggest  we do th is  

is  we are going to f l ight  your  notes,  redacted as you had 
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requested,  and then you can read f rom your statement  and 

i f  there is  any aspect  of  the notes that  we are  unclear  of  

that  does not ,  is  not  c lear  f rom your summary of  i t  in  your  

statement ,  we wi l l  then just  ask you.   And,  Commiss ioners,  

that  wi l l  be 511 page 1.   And i f  you,  Commissioners ,  i f  you 

are going to engage the wi tne ss on the contents of  her  

notes,  to  just  f i rs t  look on your screen what  names have 

been redacted so you do not  engage her  on a redacted 

name,  because your copies are not  redacted.   These are the  

notes that  we have Capta in McLean to thank for ,  because 10 

you star ted tak ing deta i led notes because he to ld you to be  

carefu l .   

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   So we are on page 1 of  

f i le  11,  but  for  your  purposes,  page 7,  paragraph 15.1,  you 

say:  

“Yet  these were Advocate Johnson 's  

inst ruct ions dur ing the meet ing,  being the  

meet ing of  22 January 2025. ”    

You can a lso just  keep page 1 of  your  notes open.  20 

ADV RAMSAMY :    Got  i t .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then i f  you can te l l  us  on that  

note before you read out ,  there  is  the  date.   You wi l l  see 

the date there,  but  above the date,  there is  cer ta in words 

there that  I  cannot  see.   I  cannot  make out  what  i t  is .   Can 
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you just  te l l  us what  i t  is  because i t  is  not  deal t  wi th  in  your  

statement .   So just  above the date.   I  see some re lated 

s lash re lat ionships.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    I t  says:  

“Related /  re lat ionships to the General 's  

income.”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    The General 's  income?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    For…  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Is  that  B Cele?   

ADV RAMSAMY :    I t  i s  B Cele.    10 

“Pol ice = pol ice  cont ract  equal  SAPS 

tender,  Tembisa Hospi ta l . ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And we get  to  that  la ter  in  

your  summary.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then i t  was at  12 o 'c lock.   

That  is  the t ime that  the meet ing star ted?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   And that  is  the boardroom in  

the L insen [?]  House.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And subject :  Meet ing ID.   20 

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   You may proceed in  your  

statement .  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Thank you.  

“Yet  these are Advocate Johnson 's  
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inst ruct ions dur ing the meet ing:   Br igadier  

Tom Moyane,  a member of  Cr ime 

Inte l l igence,  must  be served wi th a 28 to  

be in terv iewed,  and he must  be put  

through the paces.   Advocate Johnson 

said that  she would do th is  in terv iew in  

person and br ing out  the prosecutor  in  

her .   The Cr ime Inte l l igence mat ters  

. . . [ in tervenes] ”  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Who is  Br igadier  Tom Moyane,  and why 10 

are you put t ing h im through h is paces re lat ing to  these 

mat ters?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Commissioner ,  I  mysel f  d id  not  even 

know what  was going on,  who th is  person was.   I t  was Mr  

Raphesu who whispered Cr ime Inte l l igence,  because I  

asked h im.   But  l ike I  sa id,  dur ing the ent i re  proceed ings of  

th is  meet ing,  there was an under ly ing unders tanding 

between Advocate Johnson,  Mr Perumal ,  and Mr  

Padayachee,  whereas we,  Mr Sesoko,  Mr Rap hesu,  and I  

were p lay ing catch -up.  20 

ADV BALOYI SC :    The name Tom Moyane came f rom,  

Br igadier?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Br igadier  Moyane.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    This name came f rom Ms Johnson.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .  
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ADV BALOYI SC :    In  your  meet ing .   

ADV RAMSAMY :    In  the meet ing,  but  i f  you look at  the 

28(13) ,  one of  the unexpla ined names is  a lso a Br igadier  

Moyane.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes,  thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And you have i t  as Moyane in  

your  notes,  but  in  your  statement  i t  is  Moyana.   I  th ink you 

made the correct ion in  your  statement ,  i t  is  Moyana.   

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct ,  Moyana.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    But  of  course you are get t ing th is ,  10 

you are wr i t ing…  

ADV RAMSAMY :    I  am wr i t ing as  Advocate Johnson is  

speaking.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Ja,  we wi l l  forg ive you for  that .   

ADV RAMSAMY :    Thank you.    

“The Cr ime Inte l l igence mat ters were to be  

r ing- fenced as fo l lows.   The Madondo 

mat ter  would be f i rs t  regard ing her  

unlawfu l  appointment .   Advocate Johnson 

said that  . . . [ in tervenes] ”  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    P lease do not  read tha t  name 

here.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Thank you.  

“…an employee a t  Cr ime Inte l l igence is  a  

possib le sect ion 204 wi tness.   This was 
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sa id a mere  s ix  weeks in to the  

invest igat ion. ”  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Ms Ncube,  sorry,  why is  the name not  to  

be ment ioned?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I t  i s…  

ADV BALOYI SC :    I t  is  in  our  statements.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I t  was a potent ia l  204 wi tness,  

and i t  is  redacted in  the statement  and in  her  notes.   The 

wi tness asked,  Ms Ramsamy asked for  the wi tness,  i t  is  the 

person 's surname,  that  word  is  the person 's surname.   10 

ADV BALOYI SC :    And the reason i t  is  not  to  be ment ioned 

is  because they are potent ia l ,  they were a potent ia l  204 

wi tness.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Commissioner,  I  had asked and 

expla ined to Advocate Ncube that  these are Cr ime 

Inte l l igence of f icers.   I  do not  fee l  comfor table.   I  mean,  the  

Commissioners have had s i tes,  and they are aware .   But  I  

do  not  fee l  comfor table naming them for  var ious reasons.   

And a lso because I  do not  understand what  speci f ic  ro le 

they p lay at  Cr ime Inte l l igence.   I  could be potent ia l l y  20 

put t ing them in danger.   So I  had asked not  to  ment ion the 

names.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Now,  I  understand when you say i t  i s  

because i t  is  a  potent ia l  204 wi tness.   I  just  needed to 

understand why we ment ioned Mr  Moyane,  Br igadier  Tom 



    5 AUGUST 2026 – DAY 154 
 

Page 95  o f  224  

 

 

Moyane by name,  and then another  Cr ime Inte l l igence 

of f icer  we do not  ment ion.   So i t  i s  suf f ic ient  when you say 

he was potent ia l l y  a sect ion 204 wi tness.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Thank you.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And Moyane is  ment ioned in  the  

appl icat ion fo r  invest i gat ion?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    As a suspect?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .  

“The Lushaba housebreaking mat ter  would  10 

be second.   Advocate Johnson just i f ied  

IDAC's mandate by stat ing that  there was 

not  a housebreaking mat ter  but  a  

defeat ing  the ends of  just ice case and 

per ju ry.   She said  the mat ter  must  proceed 

by contact ing the  commander.   I  am st i l l  

uncer ta in as to which commander she was 

referr ing to.   But  Mr Perumal  seemed to  

understand.   She inst ructed that  a  sect ion  

28 summons be issued t o Tracker,  to  t race 20 

the movements o f  Mr Lushaba 's vehic le,  

and that  Major  General  Feroz Khan should  

be contacted fo r  the deta i l s  of  Hudson,  

who had la ter  been added to the 28(1) .   

Advocate Johnson a lso stated that  
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‘Wi tness’  is  a possib le wi tness. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  proceed.   

ADV RAMSAMY :     

“Hote l  accommodat ion mat ter  and other  

expenses would be next .   She ment ioned 

propert ies and purchases being made fo r  

the Pol i t i ca l  Task Force /  Team.  She said  

we should a lso  look in to the Pol i t ica l  

K i l l ings Task  Team's protect ion regard ing  

Mr Ian Cameron,  being the chai r  o f  the  10 

Pol ice Port fo l io  Commit tee  and a  Member  

of  Par l iament ,  a  pol i t i c ian l inked to the  

DA.”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Can we just ,  that  is  on page 6 of  

the notes,  of  the handwr i t ten notes .  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I t  i s  ear l ier  and again l inked to .  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Thank you.  

“ I  do not  recal l  i f  she said the PKTT was 

provid ing  protect ion for  Mr Cameron o r  20 

whether  Mr Cameron was protect ing the  

PKTT.   I  would th ink the former,  but  I  do  

not  remember the speci f i cs and my notes 

do not  assist  me in  recal l ing th is  aspect .   

In  respect  of  p ropert ies being purchased 
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wi th  COVID funds f rom the SSA,  Advocate  

Johnson said that  we would look a t  

DivCom of  CI ,  General  Khumalo,  Genera l  

Lushaba,  and General  Madondo.   

Advocate Johnson a lso said that  we must  

look for  a l ink between the SSA and the  

Tembisa cont ract ,  which I  la ter  became 

aware  was in  fact  the Medicare 24 

cont ract . ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And i f  we can just  look at  your  10 

notes,  that  appears un der number 4 on page 2.   So you 

have c i rc led the  numbers 1,  2 ,  3 ,  4 .   On page 2 we have got  

3,  which says hote l  accommodat ion ,  and then 4 we have got  

propert ies,  COVID funds,  Tembisa  cont ract .  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    At  that  s tage you had no idea that  

i t  re la ted to the Medicare 24 cont ract .  

ADV RAMSAMY :    I  on ly became aware in  May.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Do you know why Advocate  

Johnson refer red  to i t  as the  Tembisa cont ract?  SAPS 20 

cont ract ,  Tembisa  cont ract .  

ADV RAMSAMY :    I  am not  sure i f  she was confus ing the 

cont racts or  she was using the code names to not  openly 

state what  i t  was,  l ike the names of  the pro jects.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  i f  I  can just  take you back 
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to  page 1 where,  you know,  there near the date where you 

have in  that  b lock :  

“Pol ice cont ract  = fo r  SAPS tender  

Tembisa Hospi ta l . ”  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Is  that  the same Tembisa cont ract  

that  you are refer r ing to under i tem 4 on page 2?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct ,  because i t  was emphasised that  

when we were invest igat ing the –  i f  I  may just  –  so when we 

are invest igat ing  the propert ies and the COVID funds,  we 10 

must  invest igate,  and i t  was repeated qui te  a b i t ,  that  we 

must  invest igate whether  there is  a l ink between that  and 

the Tembisa Hospi ta l  cont ract ,  wh ich  I  became aware was 

the Medicare 24.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    To your knowledge,  at  the t ime o f  these 

inst ruct ions,  had IDAC received a referra l  re lat ing to the 

Medicare 24 cont ract  as at  date of  these inst ruct ions?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    I  can conf i rm that  at  that  t ime there was 

no referra l .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    15.2.6?  

ADV RAMSAMY :     

“Cont racts i ssued would be another  leg o f  

the invest igat ion. ”    

15.2.7:  
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“The PKTT would be a separate  leg of  

invest igat ion. ”  

Paragraph 16:  

“Af ter  she set  out  the  var ious 

invest igat ions,  Advocate Johnson said that  

we were to invest igate corrupt ion ,  PFMA 

vio lat ions,  and the Secret  Serv i ce  

account .   Mr Sesoko was tasked wi th  

ar ranging a meet ing wi th the IGI ,  which  

d id occur .   Advocate Johnson then stated 10 

that  in  respect  of  the purchase of  

propert ies in  the  name of  Mabusela and 

Colonel  Masingi ,  the lady f rom Act ionSA,  

whose name appears on the presentat ion,  

Ms Dareleen…”  

Am I  saying i t  cor rect?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Dare leen.  

ADV RAMSAMY :     

“…Dareleen James . . . [ in tervenes] ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Can we just  s tep back before you 20 

go,  because you are going a page ahead of  us.   On page 2,  

at  the foot  of  page 2,  where you say in  your  paragraph,  

where you say at  16:  

“Advocate Johnson said that  we are  

invest igat ing cor rupt ion,  PFMA vio lat ions,  
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and the Secret  Serv ice account . ”  

That  is  wi th  reference to page 2 of  your  notes when you 

say:  

“What  are we invest igat ion?   

Corrupt ion,  PFMA, Secret  Fund account . ”  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then you refer  to  a meet ing,  

what  is  that ,  wi th  Of f ice of  the IG,  Mr Sesoko.   What  was Mr 

Sesoko supposed to meet  the Of f ice of  the IG about?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Mr Sesoko was to fac i l i ta te ar ranging a 10 

meet ing wi th the IGI .   I  on ly la te r  became aware on the 23 r d  

o f  January  that  the  IGI  was invest igat ing these propert ies 

and the purchases using the COVID funds,  et  cetera.   And 

the meet ing d id take p lace,  and I  wi l l  expla in i t  a  b i t  la te r .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Wi l l  you a lso expla in how you 

came to know of  that?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    A l l  these notes  are f rom what  Advocate 

Johnson was ins t ruct ing us must  be done.   So Advocate 

Johnson had ind icated that  the IGI  has in format ion and that  

a meet ing must  be arranged.  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    I  thought  Ms Ncube is  asking you,  h ow 

do you know that  the meet ing occur red?  Oh,  i f  that  is  not  

what  she was ask ing,  that  is  my quest ion.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    The meet ing of  the IGI?  I  was present .   
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ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.   Thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    That  is  one way of  deal ing  wi th i t .   

Okay,  so then you can go to the lady f rom Act ionSA.   Now,  

you in  your  notes on page 3,  you have deal t  wi th  houses,  

propert ies,  Mabusela 's  name,  Colonel  Masingi .   Then you 

have got  two propert ies,  28 mi l l ion,  48 mi l l ion.   And then 

you have a sor t  o f  a  bracket ,  and you have got  Act ionSA 

Lady coming for?  Coming fo r  th is ,  coming fo r?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    For  th is .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  so the Act ionSA Lady is  10 

going to speak to th is .   

ADV RAMSAMY :    From what  I  was to ld by Mr Perumal ,  and 

as per  the presentat ion.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    On page 227.   So you wi l l  have to  

open f i le  10,  page 227.   My apologies.   Which is  post -

author isat ion act iv i t ies.   Do you have i t?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    That  is  post -author isat ion 

act iv i t ies.   This i s  the presen tat ion,  Mr Perumal 's  por t ion of  

the presentat ion  on the  22 n d  o f  January.   And the f i rs t  bu l le t  20 

point .   You can read i t  in to the record and expla in to  us  

what  was d iscussed in  the meet ing about  th is  aspect .  

ADV RAMSAMY :     

“On the 15 t h  o f  January 2025,  the MP 

contacted Chief  Perumal  and advised that  
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another  MP,  Ms James f rom Act ionSA,  

was in tending to meet  wi th the ED IPID on 

Monday 20 t h  January 2025. ”  

ADV BALOYI SC :    And the f i rs t  MP here is  Mr Adams st i l l .   

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Cont inue.  

ADV RAMSAMY :     

“He advised that  her  in tent ion was to open 

a case and to request  IPID to conduct  

invest igat ions regard ing the two propert ies  10 

that  were purchased using CI  COVID 

funds.   Mr Perumal ,  a f ter  being provided 

wi th her  contact  deta i l s ,  contacted her  and 

advised her  that  IDAC has a l ready 

undertaken to invest igate same.”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then the next  page,  228.   

ADV RAMSAMY :     

“The MP then undertook to come to IDAC 

of f ices . . . [ in te rvenes] ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Now,  when you say MP here ,  you 20 

are refer r ing now to Ms James.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Ms James.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Wel l ,  not  you,  but  Mr Perumal .   

ADV RAMSAMY :    Mr Perumal ,  cor rect .    

“The MP then undertook to come to IDAC 
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o f f ices on Monday 20 t h  January 2025 wi th  

her  draf t  a f f idav i t  and evidence and to  

conclude,  same wi th IDAC invest igators.   

Her af f idavi t  and documentary evidence 

wi l l  be f i led in  the case docket ,  which  

focusses on the  abuse of  COVID funds.   

Fur ther  invest iga t ions and in terv iews wi l l  

be conducted. ”  

Must  I  read the last  o ne as wel l?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  you may.  10 

ADV RAMSAMY :     

“The designated team has been act ivated,  

br iefed,  and dep loyed f rom 20 January  

2025 to the 31 s t  o f  January 2025 to  

f ina l i se a l l  outstanding evident ia l  mater ia l  

on mat ters. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Why d id you laugh when you read 

that?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    I  was just  remember ing how the br ie f ing 

and the inst ruct ion,  o r  the,  what  was the word?  I t  was 20 

br ie fed and dep loyed.   I t  was rather  inst ructed and 

screamed at .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   So,  that  i s  where,  so when 

you say in  your  note on page 3 of  f i le  10,  the Act ionSA lady 

coming fo r  th is ,  i t  is  refer r ing to that ,  that  is  set  out  in  the  
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presentat ion.   

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And was there any fur ther  

in format ion?  Did you know what  ev idence,  documentary  

evidence she had and where she had obta ined that  

ev idence?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    I  was in formed in  the meet ing  that  Ms 

James a lso received an envelope under the door wi th top 

secret  documentat ion and conf ident ia l  documents and 

in format ion about  these th ings.  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    An in format ion note.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    And an in format ion note,  ja .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And the documentary evidence 

that  she had rece ived that  was a lso s l ipped under her  door 

re lated to th is  aspect  only or  was there something e lse that  

i t  re la ted to as we l l?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    I f  I  may just  c la r i fy ,  Ms James never 

came to IDAC.   She d id not ,  I  was asked to wai t  unt i l  a t  

least ,  I  th ink i t  was hal f  past  f ive or  s ix  o 'c lock.   And then I  

went  home,  showered,  and then I  had to come back for  the  20 

fork l i f t  wi tness.   So,  she d id not  answer Mr Perumal 's  ca l l s  

and she d id not  come through.   But  la te r  on,  i f  I  am not  

mistaken,  i t  was somewhere in  February or  ear ly  March…  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  that  is  a lso some of  the  

documentat ion that  must  s t i l l  be d isc losed.  
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ADV RAMSAMY :    Yes.   Mr Perumal  sends me a WhatsApp.   

I t  is  a  very concern ing WhatsApp because i t  is  marked top 

secret  on the top and i t  is  the secur i ty  r i sk and assessment  

of  Mr Ian Cameron.   The message below that ,  and i t  is  both 

pages that  were  sent  to  me v ia  WhatsApp.   And second 

paragraph or  the typed paragraph on that  is ,  i t  makes sense 

why the Act ionSA lady d id not  come.   I  am paraphrasing  

because I  do not  have i t  in  f ront  of  me.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.   We wi l l  deal  wi th  th is  

aspect  in  fu l l ,  Chai r ,  once the documentat ion is  avai lab le  10 

and I  can foresee that  there is  potent ia l ly  a  fur ther  

statement  that  wi l l  be requi red.   But  for  now,  we can just  

deal  wi th  i t  on th is  level  because there are some ser ious 

aspects f lowing f rom that  as wel l  that  we need to explore.   

But  for  now,  we are just  deal ing wi th what  the br ie f ing was 

and that  there was potent ia l ly  a wi tness,  a fur ther  wi tness 

that  was going to  provide that  in fo rmat ion.   Was Ms James 

going to,  was the in tent ion that  she was going to be a  

wi tness or  that  she was a lso go ing to do a sect ion 27 

af f idavi t  o r  would i t  form part  o f  th is?  20 

ADV RAMSAMY :    From the presentat ion,  i t  i s  c lear  that  Mr  

Perumal  had ind icated or  had in tended on f i l ing her  af f idavi t  

and her  documents in  the exist ing Fadie l  Adams dockets  

and she would then become a wi tness.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  
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ADV BALOYI SC :    Did she ever  f i le  an af f idavi t ,  Ms 

James? 

ADV RAMSAMY :    Not  wi th  IDAC.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Do you know i f  she f i led wi th  

IPID? 

ADV RAMSAMY :    I  was in formed la ter  that  she d id  in  fact  

choose to go to IPID versus IDAC.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    That  was par t  o f  the WhatsApp 

that  Mr Perumal  sent  you to say th is  is  why she d id not  

come to us or  something l ike that .   10 

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct ,  yes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And d id Mr Perumal  say where he 

got  that  in fo rmat ion f rom,  the top secret  in fo rmat ion f rom?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    No,  he d id not  ind icate.   And at  that  point  

o f  our  re lat ionship or  work ing re la t ionship,  there was a lo t  

o f ,  I  was being excluded f rom a lo t  o f  in fo rmat ion.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Can we then go back to 

your notes and we can deal  wi th  paragraph 17 of  your  

statement  on page 9.   And in  your  notes,  I  th ink we are now 

st i l l  on page 3 of  f i le  11.  20 

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Cont inue,  paragraph 17.   

ADV RAMSAMY :     

“No stone was le f t  unturned dur ing th i s  

meet ing.   Mr Perumal  sa id that  we must  
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invest igate the procurement  of  furn i tu re  

and that  there were seven Constab les who 

were g iven the cont racts for  the  

procurement  of  the fu rn i ture.   Advocate  

Johnson a lso gave inst ruct ions that  the  

vet t ing f i les were to  be subpoenaed in  

terms of  sect ion 28. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Sor ry,  Commissioners,  we are  

now on page 4 o f  the notes of  f i le  11.   And i t  is ,  you can 

cont inue.   St i l l  paragraph 17.   Advocate Johnson. . .  10 

ADV RAMSAMY :     

“Advocate Johnson then provided…”  

No sor ry;  

“She to ld invest igators to  go and ta lk  to  

Khan f i rs t ,  because he was on leave and 

the sect ion 28 must  be served on h im so 

that  he  can consul t  wi th  the  team.   

Advocate Johnson then provided General  

Khan 's pr ivate ce l l  phone number.   The 

way I  understood the inst ruct ion was tha t  20 

the sect ion 28 summonses must  be  served 

on General  Khan.    

But  before doing so,  he had to be  

consul ted f i rs t  to  make sure that  he w as 

avai lab le to  ass ist  as opposed to h im 
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be ing on leave when the summonses are  

served on h im.   Advocate Johnson a lso  

ind icated that  there  was a female in  

Vet t ing.   The name provided was Ncube,  

who may be wi l l ing to  ta lk .   And the name 

of  an at to rney,  Mr Ian Smal lsmi th,  was 

provided.   I  cannot  remember why the  

name was important  enough to note at  the  

t ime.   Mr Perumal  advised that  a l l  

. . . [ in tervenes] ”  10 

ADV BALOYI SC :    Before you proceed,  at  th is  point  o f  

th ings,  d id  you know anyth ing,  i f  a t  a l l ,  about  the na ture of  

the re lat ionship between Advocate Johnson and Mr Khan?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    No.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    You d id not  know anyth ing at  a l l?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    No.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    That  they even ta lked to each other?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    I  was aware that  Advocate Johnson 's 

husband works a t  Cr ime Inte l .   No,  I  am ly ing under oath 

now,  I  apologise.   20 

ADV BALOYI SC :    You are mistaken.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    I  am mistaken.   [Laughter ]   Wi th the 

General  Khan th ing,  l i ke I  a l luded to in  statement  1,  I  was 

aware of  the docket  s i tuat ion a nd the in format ion be ing sent  

by  Advocate Johnson to  General  Khan where he was a  
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suspect .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    This i s  the assaul t  case?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    The assaul t  case,  yes.   So I  was aware 

that  there was,  and I  a lso knew that  Advocate Johnson 's  

husband and General  Khan worked in  the same of f ice .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    As much as you knew.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    That  is  as much as I  knew.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Ms Ncube,  is  there any reason why 

the statement  is  no longer being d isp layed?  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Sor ry,  which statement?  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So,  as the wi tness was reading 

paragraph 17,  i t  was not  d isp layed.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  I  ind icated that  we are  

d isp lay ing the notes,  the wi tness 's notes,  because she is  

speaking to the notes,  she is  summaris ing her  notes and not  

the statement ,  so  we cannot  d isp lay both.   So i t  is  bet ter  to  

d isp lay the notes,  so that  we can fo l low how she is  

in terpret ing the notes.   Unless we take the notes down and 

show her statement ,  but  I  thought  i t  would be bet te r  to  do i t  20 

th is  way because th is  is  the actual  ev idence tha t  she is  

producing.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    I t  is  a  b i t  d i f f icu l t  because we have 

the notes,  we can read them f rom our f i les,  but  the other  

people in  the room do not  have the notes and the 
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s tatement .   So them looking at  the notes wi thout  the  

statement  i s  a b i t  compl icated,  so maybe you decide which  

is  easier .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I  do  not  know,  I  w i l l  take 

guidance f rom the Commissioners,  because she is  reading 

what  the notes say,  so I  thought  that  would be  the easier  

way.   Otherwise,  the publ ic  do not  see the notes  i f  we 

d isp lay the statement ,  which she is  reading in  any event .   

But  I  wi l l  be guided by the Commissioners because i t  is  

going to be a lengthy exerc ise.   10 

ADV KHUMALO SC :     I t  is  too  smal l ,  so  the s ide -by-s ide  

wi l l  not  work.    No,  no,  le t  us cont inue wi th what  you. . .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So we should d isp lay the  

statement  instead.   The notes.   Which?  

CHAIRPERSON :    The notes,  the notes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.   Chai r ,  there was an 

ind icat ion that  we would t ry  and see i f  we can do the spl i t  

screen la ter  af ter .   

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.   Then paragraph 18 of  20 

your statement .  

ADV RAMSAMY :     

“Mr Perumal  adv ised that  a l l  sec t ion 28 

summonses would be served in  that  week,  

being the week of  the 22 n d  o f  January  
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2025.   Mr Perumal  ind icated that  the  

statement  of  Mi r iam,  a member o f  Cr ime 

In te l l igence Vet t ing component…”  

I  am able to  ment ion th is  name because she f i led an 

af f idavi t  and i t  has been d isc losed.    

“ . . .was almost  complete.   Advocate  

Johnson stated that  l i festy le  audi ts  must  

be  conducted on General  Lushaba and 

General  Khumalo,  as wel l  as FIC 

appl icat ions to determine overseas t ravel .   10 

Advocate Johnson advised that  the assets  

of  the PKTT should be prof i led. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  just  pause that .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Why,  does she expla in why you are 

looking at  l i festy les and overseas t ravel?  I  mean,  the 

a l legat ions ar is ing f rom Mr Adams'  27,  which is  the basis of  

the presentat ion,  r ight?  So everyone is  on the same page.   

We are work ing of f  that  document .   What  ar is ing f rom that  

sect ion 27 gets you to overseas t ravel  and l i festy le?  Was 

there an obvious l ink expla ined?  20 

ADV RAMSAMY :    Noth ing.   I  do s tate in  my statement  that  

i t  became concern ing to me why these inst ruct ions were  

being issued,  but  more so,  I  la ter  on state or  expla in why I  

could not  understand where Advocate Johnson was get t ing 

th is  in fo rmat ion f rom,  to  be so deta i led in  the  inst ruct ions 
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and what  we were  supposed to do dur ing th is  invest igat i on.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.   Before you cont inue 

wi th paragraph 19,  we are now,  Commissioners,  on  page 5 

of  the notes,  f i le  11.   Cont inue at  paragraph 19.  

ADV RAMSAMY :     

“Advocate Johnson said that  the Nat iona l  

Commissioner,  General  Masemola,  should  

not  be in formed of  the  invest igat ion.   She 

said the  Nat ional  Commissioner  would  

appear at  the Port fo l io  Commit tee on 10 

Pol ic ing soon,  and we should le t  h im l ie  a t  

the Port fo l io  Commit tee. ”    

I  assume th is  was because IDAC was engaged in  

d iscussions wi th the members of  the Port fo l io  Commi t tee on 

Pol ic ing who would know about  cer ta in aspects  of  the 

invest igat ion.   General  Masemola,  unaware of  the 

invest igat ions,  would then presumably be caught  in  a  l ie .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Can I  just  ask you,  so 

when the commit tee members,  the members of  the Port fo l io  

Commit tee on Po l ic ing that  we know so fa r  would  be Mr 20 

Adams,  Ms James,  and Mr Cameron?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And I  just  want  to  refer  you to 

page 2820,  which  is  in  f i le  7,  which  is  an af f idavi t  by  Mr Ian  

Cameron.   You wi l l  le t  me know once you have i t .   Page 
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2820.   

ADV RAMSAMY :    Thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I t  is  an af f idavi t  by  Mr Ian  

Cameron,  and i f  you go to page 2820,  i t  was deposed and 

commissioned on the 9 t h  o f  Apr i l  2025 in  Cape Town by Mr 

Br ian Padayachee.   

ADV RAMSAMY :    Conf i rm.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And just  to  g ive context ,  

Mr Cameron says at  page 2820 that ,  a t  paragraph 4:  

“ I  together  wi th members of  my commit tee  10 

are pr imar i l y  responsib le fo r  overs ight  to  

ensure ef fect ive  law enforcement  wi th in  

SAPS.”    

And then at  5,  he says:  

“As chai rperson,  I  convened a Port fo l i o  

Commit tee meet ing on Wednesday,  onl ine  

wi th members of  the commit tee,  senior  

managers f rom the Of f i ce of  the Min ister  

of  Pol ice and senior  management  of  the  

SAPS, led by General  Fannie Masemola. ”  20 

And he sets out  cer ta in events in  there,  but  then I  want  you 

to go to 2821,  paragraph 8.   He says:  

“Some commit tee members were not  

sat is f ied wi th the SAPS management  

responses.   However,  in  the absence o f  
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factual  ev idence,  I  in tervened and c losed 

the agenda point  and moved to the next  

i tem on the agenda.”    

Then at  paragraph 10,  which shou ld actual ly  be paragraph 

9,  important ly ,  he  says:  

“ I  suspect  that  the senior  management  of  

the SAPS,  led  by General  Masemola,  

mis led the Port fo l io  Commit tee in  answer  

to  severa l  quest ions posed to them.  To 

conf i rm exact ly  where the commit tee was 10 

mis led,  i t  wi l l  be prudent  for  the  

commit tee 's record ing of  the meet ing to be  

compared wi th the evidence avai lab le in  

the re levan t  Cr ime Inte l l igence f i les. ”  

So f rom what  he seems to be saying in  here is  that  General  

Masemola and whoever was in  that  commit tee meet ing f rom 

SAPS had ef fect ive ly mis led,  l ied to the commit tee.   And we 

know now f rom your notes on page 5 at  f i le  11 that  

Advocate Johnson said,  you must  not  te l l  the Nat ional  

Commissioner about  the invest iga t ion.   Let  h im l ie  to  the  20 

commit tee.   He wi l l  be caught  in  a l ie .   And Mr Cameron 

was one of  the commit tee members who was engag ing wi th  

IDAC at  the t ime and knew that  the re was an invest igat ion 

at  the t ime.   Correct?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    From th is  af f idavi t  and f rom the notes,  
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correct .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Ms Ncube,  you should read paragraph 7 

because i t  g ives a context  to  8.   Sor ry i f  you had a l ready 

read i t .   I  might  have missed i t .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Paragraph 7 of  that  same 2821.  

“There have been severa l  media press 

re leases and on socia l  d ig i ta l  p la t forms 

where a l legat ions of  corrupt ion wi th in the  

Cr ime Inte l l igence Div is ion have sur faced.   10 

The commit tee was therefore focused on 

addressing some of  these a l legat ions as  

wi l l  be evident  f rom the minutes. ”    

So i t  was about  Cr ime Inte l l igence that  General  Masemola 

was being pul led  to that  Commit tee on Pol ic ing.   Advocate 

Johnson knew that  in  January 2025 when she has that  

br ie f ing session,  because she says he wi l l  be appear ing at  

the Port fo l io  Commit tee on Pol ice soon.   Cor rect?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .   I t  is  a lso la ter  made re ference 

to in  2 Ju ly,  the memo that  I  wi l l  be addressing or  speaking 20 

about  wi th  regards to th is .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.   The 2 Ju ly memo re lat ing to  

the arrest  of  General  Masemola and General  Khumalo.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Yes,  correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    That  you prepared a 
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memorandum on which we wi l l  get  to  that .  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Yes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    But  can we say fo r  sure that  the  

d iscussion wi th Advocate Johnson re lated to th is  Port fo l io  

Commit tee meet ing?  Because th is  meet ing is  in  Apr i l  and 

that  d iscussion is  tak ing p lace 3 months pr io r .   Now ,  we 

know f rom evidence that  there  were other  Port fo l io  

Commit tee meet ings.   The one in  March,  for  example ,  where 

the name of  Mr Br ian Mogots i  was ment ioned fo r  the f i rs t  10 

t ime and I  do  not  know how many others.   So,  can we say 

for  cer ta in that  the d iscussion in  paragraph 19 of  your  

statement  was re lated to the Port fo l io  Commit tee meet ing in  

Apr i l?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Commissioner Khumalo,  we wi l l  

look in to that .   But  th is  was speci f ica l l y  in  re lat ion to Cr ime 

Inte l l igence,  th is  Port fo l io  Commi t tee meet ing on pol ic ing.   

So,  we wi l l  look at  the  others  to  see whether  those a lso 

re lated to Cr ime Inte l l igence.   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Because i t  says here he wi l l  be 20 

appear ing soon.   Now,  I  do  not  take soon to  mean 2 or  3  

months f rom now.   That  is  real l y  my d i f f icu l t y .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   We wi l l  have a look in to  

that .   Okay,  you can cont inue.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Sorry,  Ms Ncube,  maybe for  
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completeness on th is  Ian Cameron af f idavi t ,  we shou ld point  

out  that  Mr Cameron does not  say in  what  respect  d id the 

SAPS team l ie  or  is  suspected to have l ied.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Correct .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    That  is  correct?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    That  is  cor rect .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    He does not  provide any par t i cu la rs.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    May I  o f fe r  an observat ion f rom…  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes,  p lease.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Because of  the mat ters and the way they 10 

were being deal t  wi th ,  i t  would honest ly  have been at  the 

t ime where General  Masemola wou ld have been quest ioned 

on the vet t ing and secur i ty  c learance of  Ms Madondo and 

Mr Khan,  at  the point  where he says that  i t  had been sent  to  

SSA.   So,  in  l ine of  that ,  but  i t  could be many more.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.   Do you then want  to  

go to st i l l  page 10,  paragraph 20 of  your  statement?  

ADV RAMSAMY :     

“Thereaf ter ,  Advocate Johnson re layed an 20 

inc ident  that  occurred . . . [ in tervenes] ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Sorry,  just  before that ,  there is  on  

your note,  but  you do not  deal  wi th  i t  in  your  statement .   On 

page 5,  af te r  the ‘ le t  h im l ie ’ ,  and then there is  an IGI ,  there 

is  a b lock that  has the IGI .   Can you te l l  us what  that  note  
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was about?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Wi th regards to th is ,  as far  as I  can 

remember,  i t  was the… Advocate Johnson was exp la in ing  

that  we must  go and have a d iscussion and see i f  we can 

have an agreement  to  share in format ion wi th the IGI .   And 

at  some point ,  someone said that  IGI  cannot  g ive us thei r  

reports,  because they are conf ident ia l  o r  top secret  and 

designated fo r  speci f i c ,  e i ther  the President  o r  the Min ister .   

And there was an in te l l igence f i l e ,  I  do not  understand I  

must  cont ro l  par t .   I  wi l l  have to just  th ink about  i t ,  i t  w i l l  10 

come back to me.   But  th is  whole th ing was about  the 

meet ing wi th IGI  and t ry ing to get  the in format ion f rom IGI .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And when you say I  must  cont ro l ,  

is  that  what  Edward Johnson is  saying in  the meet ing,  I  

must  cont ro l?  Or are you making a note for  yoursel f  that  

you must  cont ro l?   

ADV RAMSAMY :    No,  i f  i t  was a s ide note,  I  make a l i t t le 

c i rc le  or  a bubble  above i t .   But  i f  i t  is  just  l ike th is ,  then i t  

is  inst ruct ions f rom Advocate Johnson.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  20 

ADV BALOYI SC :    Before you leave your note at  page 5,  

d id Advocate Johnson say why the Nat ional  Commissioner  

should be le f t  to  l ie?  What  was the p lan,  the idea behind 

le t  h im go l ie  to  Par l iament  and then what?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    L ike I  sa id in  statement  1,  
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Commissioners,  i t  looked and obviously became evident  

that  there was a  l ine of  march and that  l ine of  march was to  

get  General  Khumalo and General  Masemola in  an accused 

box.   And so obvi ously –  a t  some point  there was ta lk  about  

i f  he l ies at  Port fo l io  Commit tee,  but  th is  is  wel l  a f ter .   I  

th ink th is  i s  in  February or  March,  and th is  was just  

between Padayachee and mysel f  and Mr Perumal ,  where i f  

he l ies,  we can at  least  charge h im for  per jury.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    He would have l ied to a commit tee of  

Par l iament ,  which  in  i tse l f  is  an of fence.  10 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So the p lan was to set  h im up?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    In  a sense i t  was,  that  was the  

inst ruct ions.   Do not  te l l  h im,  le t  h im go and l ie .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    So that  he can be ar rested and charged.   

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    And be presented to Court .  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Then back to your  

statement .  20 

ADV RAMSAMY :     

“Thereaf ter ,  Advocate Johnson re layed an 

inc ident  that  occur red when she at tended 

the Min ister  of  Pol ice ’s res idence for  a  

meet ing e i ther  a  day or  two before the  
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22 n d  o f  January 2025 meet ing.   I  wi l l  dea l  

wi th  th is  under the invest igat ion  of  Mr  

Nkabinde.   Suf f ice  to  state that  for  present  

purposes,  that  I  do  not  know what  was 

d iscussed wi th the Min ister  dur ing the  

meet ing,  because Advocate Johnson d id  

not  e laborate.    

As par t  o f  the presentat ion for  my 

evidence before the Commission,  I  note  

that  accord ing to Major  General  Char i t y  10 

Mmat la la  Mat lou,  in  an af f idavi t  dated 6  

June 2025,  Min ister  Mcunu refer red the  

Medicare 24 to the SAPS Interna l  Audi t  

Risk and Integr i ty  Management  on 9  

January 2025.   I  do not  know i f  th is  i s  

co inc idence that  on the 22 n d  o f  January  

2025,  af ter  meet ing wi th the Min ister ,  

Advocate Johnson referred to the  

Medicare 24 cont ract ,  a lbei t  as a SAPS 

Tembisa cont ract  at  the t ime,  for  the f i rs t  20 

t ime.    

A t  th is  stage,  there is  no sect ion 27 

referra l  or  sect ion 28 invest igat ion  

regard ing the Medicare cont ract .   On the  

23 r d  o f  January 2025,  Mr Perumal  and Mr  
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Padayachee gave feedback on the  

consul tat ion held wi th General  Khan.   

Present  dur ing  that  session  was Mr  

Padayachee,  Mr  Perumal ,  Mr Raphesu,  

and me.   Once again,  th is  consul ta t ion  

wi th Khan was done  wi thout  my 

knowledge.   They in formed us that  

General  Khan to ld them that  Genera l  

Khumalo d id  not  have top -secret  

c learance.    10 

Accord ing to  General  Khan,  

notwi thstanding the absence of  top -secret  

c learance,  General  Madondo had cal led  

General  Khan and to ld h im to g ive the new 

DivCom CI  . . . [ in te rvenes] ”  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    General  Masemola.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Sorry.  

“…General  Masemola had cal led General  

Khan and to ld h im to g ive the new DivCom 

CI  General  Khumalo supports and that  he ,  20 

General  Khan,  should fo l low up on the  

vet t ing process o f  General  Khumalo.   Mr  

Perumal  seems to th ink that  th is  was 

compel l ing evidence of  wrongdoing on the  

part  o f  General  Masemola. ”  
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  I  do not  want  to  go 

back to your notes,  but  Chai r ,  I  see i t  is  12.59,  might  th is  

be a convenient  t ime?  

CHAIRPERSON :    Let  us adjourn and resume at  2 p.m.  

INQUIRY ADJOURNS 

INQUIRY RESUMES  

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes,  Ms Segeels -Ncube.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Chai r .   Ms Ramsamy,  

we were st i l l  …[ in tervenes] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Oh,  I  am very sorry.   I  am very ,  le t  me 10 

remind Commissioner Baloyi ,  she wanted to ask a quest ion 

here.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Ms Ramsamy,  you were speaking in  

paragraph 20 about ,  you made reference to a meet ing of  the 

Min ister  and Ms Johnson.   And what  I  wanted to ask you is ,  

Ms Johnson has test i f ied to two meet ings wi th the Min ister .   

You speak of  two meet ings.   And in  her ,  accord ing to her ,  

there was a f i rs t  meet ing,  which was a meet  and greet .   I t  

d id  not  last  long.   The Min ister  wanted to know about  IDAC.   

how i t  works.    20 

 And then the second meet ing,  i t  was her  and I  th ink  

i t  is  General  Lebeya,  and i t  was about  a mat ter  and she d id  

not  s tay long in  that  meet ing.   She said ,  I  do not  report  to  

you,  Min ister ,  I  report  to  a d i f ferent  Min ister .   I  do not  deal  

wi th  these mat ters.   I  am leaving .   And Lebeya,  General  
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Lebeya said,  I  wi l l  deal  wi th  i t  and she le f t  and she does not  

know what  happened there.   Do you know anyth ing about  

those two meet ings?  

MS RAMSAMY :    No.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    You never heard about  them?  

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  I  d id  not  know any of  those.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    She never reported she had a meet  and 

greet  wi th  the Min ister?  

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  there was,  the impression I  got  f rom 

when she was expla in ing the meet ing on the 21 s t  was that  i t  10 

was not  the f i rs t  meet ing of  th is  nature.   But  those two 

meet ings,  I  do not  conf i rm or  deny.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    You know noth ing about .   

MS RAMSAMY :    Ja.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    A l l  r ight ,  thank you.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So you know of  at  least  three 

meet ings,  because you say dur ing the d iscussion  of  the 

22 n d ,  she to ld you about  the meet ing of  the 21 s t ,  and i t  was 

not  the f i rs t  meet ing.   So i t  was possib ly  a second.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Second,  th i rd,  four th,  I  cannot  comment .  20 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Let  us st i ck  to  a second,  because we 

do not  know how many.   And then the other  one you are  

aware of  is  the one of  the 23 r d .   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So at  least  th ree meet ings.  
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MS RAMSAMY :    Conf i rmed.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Sor ry,  Ms Segeels -Ncube.   Bes ides the  

statement  f i le  and the handwr i t ten  notes,  I  have f i le  7,  f i le  

10,  Mr Raphesu’s  statement  f i le .   I t  is  qui te  a c lu t ter  in  f ront  

of  …[ intervenes] .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You can put  Mr Raphesu 's f i le  

away,  Chai r .   

CHAIRPERSON :    Only that ,  on ly that  one?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes,  we are deal ing wi th the f i le  no tes and 10 

then f i le  10,  11 and the statement  f i le .    

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight ,  a l l  r ight ,  thank you.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    On f i le ,  in  f i le  11,  page 6,  just  

before you deal  w i th ,  you have a l ready deal t  wi th  the  events 

of  the 23 r d ,  but  we have not  completed your f i le  notes in  so  

far  as the 22 n d  i s  concerned.   And i f  you go to 5,  5  was the  

page where you made a note about  the Nat i onal  

Commissioner and le t  h im l ie .   And then on 6,  there is  a  

February 2018,  what  i s ,  can you just  take us,  so you do not  

deal  wi th  i t  in  your  statement ,  so i f  you can just  te l l  us what  20 

i t  is  that  you were  record ing here,  what  your  notes say.  

MS RAMSAMY :    PKTT was formed in  February 2018 and 

that  there was a l ink to  Ian Cameron,  DA,  and th is  was in  

re lat ion to what  Advocate Johnson was stat ing.    

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  



    5 AUGUST 2026 – DAY 154 
 

Page 125  o f  224  

 

 

MS RAMSAMY :    And i t  s tems f rom not  the IGI  notes ,  but  i t  

s tems f rom the Act ion SA lady,  as she was cal led in  the 

meet ing.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And then in  the b lock on 

page 6,  you have S ib iya.   What  were you record ing here?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  must  be noted that  th is  i s  General  

S ib iya.   And we were to ld to  speak to,  in  the th i rd b lock 

there is  a name of  a person or  the th i rd name is  an 

invest igator  in  IDAC.   The reason I  asked that  i t  be  

redacted is  because he has one speci f i c  mat te r  and i f  I  say  10 

that  name,  the o ther  name,  the second name that  fo l lows 

would be.   So we were to d iscuss wi th that  invest igat ing  

of f icer  the second name and the l ink to  General  S ib iya.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Wi thout  ment ion ing the name,  the  

second name,  is  i t  someone in  the SAPS?  Is  i t  someone 

outs ide?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  is  a  member of ,  or  former member of  

Cr ime,  a h igh -ranking,  Cr ime Inte l l igence.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    So you were supposed to establ ish a 

l ink …[ intervenes] .  20 

MS RAMSAMY :    Between that  person …[ intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :   … and General  S ib iya.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    But  d id Advocate Johnson say 
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where th is ,  why you had to do th is?  This does not  seem to 

come f rom any of  Mr Adams'  compla ints which gave r ise to  

Pro ject  Divers ion.  

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  Advocate,  l ike I  sa id,  and I  th ink I  am 

saying i t  now for  the th i rd or  four th t ime,  th is  i s  one of  the 

main reasons for  my unease.   I  d id  not  know where th is  

in format ion that  Advocate Johnson was re lay ing to us is  

coming f rom.   And I  d id  not  unders tand how i t  was l inked to 

the 27 refer ra l .   And my greater  concern was who was 

g iv ing Advocate  Johnson th is  in fo rmat ion to d i rect  the  10 

invest igat ion in  th is  manner?  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Did you have a  suspic ion as  to who 

i t  was?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  d id ,  because of  the meet ing that  evening,  

I  suspected that  th is  was,  and because Advocate Johnson 

said that  Min ister  Mchunu wanted to c lean up SAPS Cr ime 

Inte l l igence,  I  would,  wel l ,  I  assumed that  there were  

conversat ions happening wi th regards to the greater  

scheme of  th ings.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So you suspected Advocate  20 

Johnson was get t ing th i s  in format ion f rom Min ister  Mchunu?  

MS RAMSAMY :    That  as wel l  as the fact  that  her  husband 

worked in  Cr ime Inte l l igence.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Now,  insofar  as  General  

S ib iya is  concerned,  you have reference there to th rough 28 
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and Nat ional  Commissioner.   What  was to happen there?  

MS RAMSAMY :    The 28 was supposed to be sent  to  the 

Nat ional  Commissioner for  the personnel  f i le  of  General  

S ib iya.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  for  General  S ib iya 's  

personnel  f i le ,  okay.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    From th is  i t  sounds l ike General  S ib iya  

in  th is  case was the subject  of  in te rest  i f  you are looking for  

h is  personal  f i le .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   10 

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And d id,  and was th is  ever 

act ioned?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Not  to  my knowledge.   I  d id  not  receive 

any in format ion.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  then on the next  page of  f i le  

11,  page 7,  you do not  deal  wi th  th is  meet ing in  your  

statement ,  so I  just  want  us to  deal  wi th  i t .   I t  is ,  i t  says 

“Teams meet ing,  Dylan,  MRDR”.   So I  am assuming i t  is  Mr  

Perumal ,  Mr Raphesu and yoursel f .   20 

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Having a meet ing on the 22 n d ,  the  

same day.   Was th is  af ter  the presentat ion meet ing or  

before?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   I t  was cal led,  as per  Mr Perumal ,  
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a  caucus meet ing where he was ind icat ing the th ings that  

needed to be done.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Fol lowing f rom the presenta t ion?  

MS RAMSAMY :    From the inst ruct ions of  Advocate Johnson 

af ter  the presenta t ion.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   The f i rs t  one there,  can you 

just  te l l  us what  that  is?  I t  re la tes to the vet t ing.   I t  is  a  

sect ion 28.   I  cannot  see who i t  wi l l  be served on.  

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  wi l l  be served on Mir iam,  who is  a  

wi tness,  upon consul tat ion regard ing her  af f idavi t .   I f  I  10 

remember  correct ly ,  the  wi tness had concerns about  

deposing to an af f idavi t  wi thout  in forming NasCom and the 

legal  department  of  SAPS.   And so that  28 needed to be 

served on her  so that  she could  show them that  she is  

compel led to d isc lose,  as wel l  as provide documents wi th in 

her  cont ro l .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  and …[ intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    In?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Her cont ro l .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    And th is  was what ,  vet t ing?  20 

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  would have been the Vet t ing Department  

of  Cr ime Inte l l igence,  yes.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then you have another  ent ry 

regard ing a sect ion 28,  which is  a  personnel  f i le .   Can you 
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just  te l l  us there,  because i t  re fers to  BMW clerk?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  d id  ment ion in  my ear l ier  test imony or  on 

the previous occasion that  at  that  point  I  d id  not  even  know 

that  Br igadier  Mokwele was the BMW lady.   And in  the  

meet ing,  she is  re ferred to as the BMW clerk.   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Where I  say to d iscuss wi th is  probably I  

had to d iscuss i t  wi th  the ID.   And then the next  l ine is  

Dylan would act ion  the fo l lowing,  to  serve a 28 on the 

NasCom for  the personnel  f i le  and for  the BMW clerk lady 10 

and for  the personnel  f i le  f rom BMW and documents  re lat ing 

to the c le rk who I  la ter  became aware was the Br igadier .   

And the next  one was the 28 records … [ in te rvenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    And that  she is  an engineer,  not  a c lerk,  

you la ter  learned.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect ,  that  she is  an engineer.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Wi th an MBA.  

MS RAMSAMY :    We were not  in formed of  th is  by the  

invest igat ing of f i cers.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    I  just  thought  to  set  the record st ra ight .  20 

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    The next  one?  

MS RAMSAMY :    The sect ion 28 medical  records of  

Lushaba,  General  Lushabha.   This was a f ight .   This  was a  

very b ig f ight  and th is  sta r ted a lo t  o f  problems in  the team.  

I  th ink dur ing consul tat ion wi th the Evidence Leaders,  I  
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even asked them, do you know what  a J88 is ,  and they 

laughed at  me.    

 But  in  th is  meet ing,  when I  was saying,  because 

they wanted to 28 the hospi ta l  fo r  the ent i re  medical  f i le .   

You cannot  do that .   How am I  going to lead the ev idence,  

should  I  ever  lead the evidence,  because does th is  man 

waiver  h is  r ights to  conf ident ia l i t y?   And I  sa id to  them, the 

legal  process,  i f  you want  a medical  record,  i s  you take a 

J88 to the doctor ,  especia l l y  fo r  that  sp eci f ic  medical  

consul ta t ion.   And they wi l l  f i l l  i t  in  and i t  becomes a 212,  10 

which then becomes easier  to  prove in  cour t .   And wi th Mr  

Padayachee,  I  go t  the b lankest  s tare.   I t  was as i f  i t  just  

went  over .   And wi th Mr Perumal ,  he was l i ke,  oh,  ja ,  ja ,  ja ,  

we wi l l  do that .   They never d id that .   They actual ly  d id 28  

actual ly ,  the fu l l  medical  f i le .    

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    General  Lushaba's fu l l  

…[intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Medical  f i le  f rom the emergency for  the 

medical  t reatment  af ter  the inc ident .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then you d id speak about  the 20 

next  one,  which was the t racker  and the eNat is  in format ion.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And that  would have been on 

General  Lushaba 's vehic le.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  
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MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And what  i s  i t  that  they were t ry ing  

to get  f rom that?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  know that  there  was an argument  

between Mr Perumal  and Mr Raphesu about  th is ,  because 

Mr Raphesu was t ry ing to expla in that  we are not  

invest igat ing the events that  occur red when the  

housebreaking happened,  whether  he p icked up a  lady of  

the n ight  o r  he was robbed.   The invest igat ion was based on 

what  t ranspi red a f ter  the case opened at  the stat ion level .   

So there was an argument  about  th is  and I  am not  sure i f  i t  10 

was done.   I t  has never been provided to me.    

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then the funds of  the task  

team, there is  just  an arrow there  that  does not  have a 28 

next  to  i t .  

MS RAMSAMY :    No.   Wi th regards to th is ,  Advocate  

Johnson had prev iously sa id that  when i t  comes to the task  

team, the Pol i t ica l  K i l l ings Task Team, that  the invest igat ion 

must  look at ,  o r  i t  must  be an invest igat ion to obta in a 

racketeer ing cer t i f icate and prosecute in  te rms of  POCA.  

So,  that  l i t t le  b lock was determin ing,  so Mr Perumal  wanted 20 

to lump sum everyth ing,  the  vet t ing,  the i r regular  

appointments,  in to one sol id ,  I  do  not  even know what  to  

ca l l  i t ,  i t  is  not  a  so l id  th ing,  i t  is  just  one f i le ,  and charge 

everybody in  one go on racketeer ing.   And so that  was a 

d iscussion that  was actual ly  eventual ly  set t led by Adv ocate  
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Johnson saying,  no,  i t  is  not  going to happen that  way.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And you have there in  the  b lock 

“cor rupt ion,  racketeer ing,  task team”.   What  is  that  referr ing 

to?  

MS RAMSAMY :    The same.   I t  is  the same th ing wi th  

regards to the funds of  the task team, resources,  i so lat ion,  

and then the manner in  which Mr Perumal  wanted to  

proceed.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  then we can go to the next  

page,  which is  page 8.   That  is  where I  th ink you deal  wi th  10 

that  meet ing on page 11,  paragraph 21 of  your  s tatement ,  

which is  the 23 January 2025 meet ing where Mr Perumal  i s  

report ing back about  the meet ing w i th General  Khan.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   But  on your notes,  that  is  in  

a b lock,  a separa te b lock at  the bot tom of  page 8,  f i le  11,  

there is  other  ent r ies there that  may be of  re levance.   I  see 

that  General  Masemola 's  name is  ment ioned there again.   I t  

says “Masemola equals SSA removed”.   What  is  that  about ,  

do you recal l?  20 

MS RAMSAMY :    Where are we?  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    On page 8 .  

MS RAMSAMY :    A t  the bot tom?  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    No,  at  the bot tom dea ls wi th  

General  Khan.   At  the top where  i t  has Dylan and Br ian 
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…[intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Okay.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then there is  meet ing.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Fourth l ine,  four th  l ine?  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.  

MS RAMSAMY :    One of  the issues that  I  ra ised was that ,  

so when they were,  Dylan,  Mr Perumal  was expla in ing the  

meet ing wi th Feroz Khan,  the issue of  the vet t ing being sent  

to  SSA had come up and Mr Perumal  ind icated that  there  

must  be an invest igat ion wi th regards to th is  whole th ing  10 

and that  Mr,  or  ra ther  the vet t ing should have been removed 

f rom SSA.    

 I t  should never have gone because Cr ime 

Inte l l igence has thei r  own vet t ing.   However,  in  my,  

at tached to the memo on the 27 t h  o f  Ju ly,  there is  a c lear  

explanat ion about  the SSA vet t ing th ing that  basica l l y 

makes th is  whole argument  nul l  and void.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You mean the 7 t h  o f  Ju ly?  

MS RAMSAMY :    7 t h  o f  Ju ly 2025.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.   And then the b lock where  i t  20 

has Feroz,  Khumalo,  you have expla ined that  in  your  

statement  at  paragraph 21.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   You can cont inue wi th your  

statement  at  paragraph 22.  
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MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you.   

 “Mr Perumal  stated that  Khan becomes 

very important  to  the Pro ject  Divers ion 

invest igat ions.   He a lso said that  he 

would be meet ing E ls and Hlongwane 

that  day.   These were ident i f ied by  

General  Khan as possib le wi tnesses.   

Af ter  the meet ing  wi th Advocate Johnson 

on the 30 t h  o f  January 2025 regard ing the 

Mr Nkab inde mat ter ,  no fur ther  meet ings 10 

were held unt i l  Apr i l  2025,  o r  i f  meet ings 

were held,  I  was not  inc luded. ”  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  can I  then ask you to go to 

page 12 of  f i le  11 ,  which deals wi th the,  s t i l l  aspects of  the 

meet ing of  the 23 r d  o f  January 2026,  2025 I  th ink you 

meant .   

MS RAMSAMY :    Ja.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    That  23 -01-2026 you wrote  just  to  

ident i fy  …[ intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    [ Ind ist inct ]… [cross- ta lk ing] .  20 

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    … out  of  order ,  but  i t  should be 

2025.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect ,  yes.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  there  you have got  “Khan 

becomes important ” .   And then there is  sect ion 28,  28 
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again,  serve Masemola,  Tom Moyane,  and NasCom, D -

class” .   What  is  that?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Declassi fy .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So you want ,  the request  was for  

the Nat ional  Commissioner to  declassi fy?  

MS RAMSAMY :    What  had happened was when Advocate  

Johnson inst ructed that  the 28 must  be served on Feroz 

Khan,  so that ,  because those documents were  in  h is  

possession based on h is posi t ion.   Dur ing the consul tat i on  

that  took p lace between Mr Padayachee,  Mr Perumal ,  and 10 

Mr Khan,  Mr Khan said that  they have to be served on the 

NasCom, being General  Masemola,  so that  because they 

are c lassi f ied and so they had,  the only person in  SAPS that  

can declassi fy  the  personnel  f i les is  the NasCom.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Then back to your 

statement ,  page 11,  the  new topic,  “mount ing pressure  to 

progress invest igat ions and ef fect  ar rests” .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Before you deal  wi th  the  new topic,  a t  

th is  point ,  and I  am looking u p to  paragraph 22,  sure ly at  

th is  point  you must  have a sense about  the ro le of  General  20 

Khan,  ja .   Can you just  speak to that?  I  mean,  i t  is  d i f f icu l t  

to  comprehend a  s i tuat ion where you are a l l  having these 

d iscussions in  these meet ings and tasks are g iven and h is  

name keeps coming up.   You a lso know who he is .   You now 

know he is  in  Cr ime Inte l l igence.   He works wi th Advocate  
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Johnson 's husband.   So there are cer ta in facts you know.   

You must  have formed a v iew at  th is  point  about  h is  

…[intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  d id .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Ja,  can you just  share that  wi th  us?  

MS RAMSAMY :    So what  I  d id  was I  Googled,  because 

there was a lo t  o f  ta lk  about  h im being on s ick  leave or  

suspension,  but  I  d id  not  real l y ,  I  was not  fo l lowing i t .   So I  

had Googled and I  rea l ized that  there was a lo t  o f  problems 

between h imsel f  and management  of  SAPS.   My opin ion that  10 

I  formed was that ,  i f  I  am al lowed to just  deviate a l i t t le  b i t ,  

in  2023,  I  had been g iven a docket  where the former Head 

of  Cr ime Inte l l igence,  L ieuten ant  General  Jacobs,  is  

supposed to have been accused number 1.   And when I  

was,  I  was one statement  shor t  f rom being able to  enro l  the 

mat ter  against  three suspects in  the mat ter .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    You were in  IDAC at  the t ime?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  am in IDAC at  the t ime.   That  i s  the one 

of  the two,  wel l ,  three mat ters that  I  ind icated in  statement  

one where Advocate Johnson poin t  b lank refused to le t  me 20 

proceed.   In  fac t ,  she held a meet ing saying that  those 

dockets were going to be sent  to  SSCU, but  they had c ome 

through the Zondo Commission.   And I t  was around that  

t ime that  I  was put t ing the l ink  of  Advocate Johnson 's 

husband,  Cr ime Inte l l igence,  and th is  mat ter ,  because 
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people ta lk .   And I  was a lso asking  the invest igat ing  of f icer ,  

why are we being b locked?  

 So,  and then I  had heard about  Advocate Johnson 's  

husband and Mr  Khan being f r iends.   Then a l l  o f  th is  

happened.   So I  put  two,  four  and four  together ,  and I  

rea l ized that  there were other  aspects at  p lay,  which made 

me even more caut ious wi th my note - tak ing,  my wr i t ten  

object ions,  not i fy ing management  o f  how procedures are not  

being fo l lowed.   And the mere fact  that  the Feroz Khan 

af f idavi t  in  the Lushaba mat ter  was kept  f rom me,  there is  10 

an e -mai l  to  that  ef fect  where I  am saying I  am not  even 

made aware of  i t .   I  have now had two court  appearances.   I  

have repl ied to a request  fo r  the par t i cu lars,  so  when I  

d isc lose th is ,  i t  is  going to look l i ke I  am hid ing in format ion 

f rom the defence.    

 So I  a lso vocal ized my concerns about  General  

Khan 's involvement .   I t  a lso became very c lear  h is  agenda 

when I  s tar ted  reading h is af f idavi ts ,  and I  put  so in  two 

memos,  that  he is  only speaking about  h is  own issues.   So I  

do bel ieve that  he had in f luence on these mat ters and how 20 

they progressed.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    The invest igat ions and the decis ions to 

prosecute?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  
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MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.   Back to the sta tement ,  

you were deal ing wi th paragraph 23.  

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “ I t  seemed that  out  of  nowhere,  Advocate  

Johnson star ted put t ing immense 

pressure on the team to star t  e f fect ing  

ar rests on Pro ject  Divers ion.   Advocate  

Johnson wanted mat ters enro l led as a  

mat ter  of  urgency.   On the 9 t h  o f  Apr i l  

2025,  Mr Perumal  in formed me that  10 

Advocate Johnson wanted to adv ise us  

that  the meet ing wi th Ian Cameron went  

very wel l  and that  we have h is fu l l  

support  and that  we have got  h is  

af f idavi t .   Mr  Perumal  forwarded 

messages f rom Advocate Johnson where  

i t  is  c lear  that  she was eager for  the 

ar rest  to  be af fected as soon as possib le,  

or  as she put  i t ,  le t  us st r i ke whi le  i t  is  

hot . ”  20 

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And we do have the screenshot  of  

that .   I t  is  not  yet  in  the bundle.   I t  is  par t  o f  the documents,  

but  we do have,  that  i s  supposed to be added and compi led,  

so  we are going to f l ight  that  now,  but  i t  wi l l  be  added to f i le  

10 at  some point  when we do the o ther  documents.   Are you 
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ab le to  see i t  and read i t?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Ja.    

 “Okay,  ID.   Just  wanted to  advise  

meet ing wi th Ian Cameron went  wel l .   

Ful l  support  f rom him.   We got  h is  

af f idavi t .   We a lso got  …”  [ in tervenes] .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    No,  I  th ink you must  star t  f rom the 

beginning.   This i s  an e -mai l  f rom,  th is  i s  a WhatsApp f rom 

Mr Perumal .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Correct ,  th is  i s  a WhatsApp f rom Mr 10 

Perumal .   He forwarded i t  to  me af ter  he had sent  i t  to 

Advocate Johnson.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  okay.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    So he was report ing to …[ intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Advocate Johnson.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.  

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “We a lso got  General  P ienaar to  come in.   

Once she saw the  evide nce we have,  she 

i s  wi thdrawing he …”  20 

 I  th ink “her ”  repor t .  

 “… wherein she c leared Lushaba.   I  wi l l  

sign of f  on her  a f f idavi t  on Fr iday.   She 

admits that  she was mis led by the IO and 

Lushaba's f r iends,  et  cetera.   We are  
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back at  a i rpor t .   f ly ing back to PTA at  

6pm.”  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And so that  is  h is  message that  he 

sent  to  Advocate Johnson and he is  now sending i t  to  you to  

show that  is  what  he sent  her .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then he fo rwards,  so  he is  

basica l ly  fo rwarding t he conversat ion that  he is  having wi th  

Advocate Johnson to you.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  10 

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And where we then see the whi te  

messages,  l ike that ,  the  wrong message,  where i t  does not  

have a forward,  i t  is  because i t  is  h is  message to her .   So 

when you send i t  to  somebody e lse,  i t  is  not  going to show 

as a fo rwarded message,  but  her  message to h im wi l l  come 

across as a fo rwarded message.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So where we see forwarded,  that  is  

f rom Advocate Johnson to Mr Perumal ,  and where we do not  

see fo rward,  i t  is  h is  message to her .   20 

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    - :  

 “Okay,  thank you.   Stay on P iena …”  

 I  th ink she meant  P ienaar.  
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 “… so that  we enro l  Lushaba ASAP.”  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And h is response?  

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “No problem,  ID. ”  

 Her reply:  

 “Let  us st r ike whi le  i t  is  hot . ”  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And that  was in  reference to  

enro l l ing the mat ters in  order  to  get  warrants of  ar res t?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And what  i s  the process of  10 

the enro lment  at  that?   What  would have happened,  had to  

happen in  order  to  get  the mat ters enro l led?  

MS RAMSAMY :    F i rs t ly ,  we would have had to have a 28(1)  

and then the prosecutors would have had to evaluate the 

evidence.   From there,  one of  two th ings would have 

happened.   I f  the prosecutor  fe l t  that  there was a pr ima 

fac ie  case,  the mat ter  would have been enro l led.   I f  not ,  

then a memo,  wh ich I  wi l l  la te r  d isp lay how I  had done on,  

to  on the Cr ime Inte l l igence mat t ers to  Advocate Johnson,  

is  done to say no pr ima fac ie  case.  20 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    When i t  gets enro l led for  the  

purposes of  get t ing a warrant ,  is  i t  deal t  wi th  in  the  

magist rates '  chambers?  You do not  go in to open court  for  

that  purpose?  

MS RAMSAMY :    For  a warrant  of  a rrest?  
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ADV KHUMALO SC :    Ja.   

MS RAMSAMY :    The prosecutor  i s  not  even supposed to be 

there.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So who is  there?  Who are the ro le -

p layers?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  would be the magist rate and the  

invest igat ing of f icer  wi th  the invest ig at ing of f i cer 's  af f idavi t .   

And there is  a pro forma,  I t  is  a  J,  I  cannot  remember,  but  i t  

i s  a  J something .   At  the top i t  would say “ I ,  Drushantha 

Ramsamy,  conf i rm that  I  have perused the docket  and I  10 

have,  I  conf i rm that  there is  a pr ima fac ie  case. ”   I  would 

then s ign i t  and at  the bot tom date i t  and then there  is  

another  por t ion where the invest iga t ing of f i cer  wi l l  f i l l  out .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    And then you are ask ing the 

magist rate to  author ize the warrant?  

MS RAMSAMY :    But  the magist rate is  not  bound by me 

saying that  there is  a pr ima fac ie  case because remember,  I  

am not  te l l ing the  magist rate what  is  in  the charge sheet  or  

the docket  or  anyth ing l ike that .   The magist rate is  bound in  

the i r  own dut ies and responsib i l i t ies to  read and quest ion 20 

the af f idavi t  o f  the invest igat ing of f icer .   Based on that ,  

then the magist ra te would s ign the J50.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    The,  sor ry,  that  message is  gone,  the 

WhatsApp.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Oh,  the WhatsApp.   Okay 
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…[intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    You now have the statem ent .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Commissioner Khumalo says i t  i s  a  v iew 

once message.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    We can ret r ieve i t .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    P lease do.   Ja,  the,  th is  af f idavi t ,  so  

Perumal ,  Chief  Perumal  says we got  h is  af f idavi t .   In  te rms 

of  dates when th is  message is  exchanged,  does that  

connect  to  the af f idavi t  that  we looked at  ear l ie r ,  or  is  he  10 

speaking about  a d i f ferent  af f idavi t ,  do you know?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I f  memory serves,  i t  is  the same date.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Ja.   I f  I  can just  remember  which 

…[intervenes] .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I f  you go to 2820 in  f i le  7,  i t  is  

dated the 9 t h  o f  Apr i l  2025.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Apr i l  2025.   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And your exchange wi th h im is  on  

that  day.   20 

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And i t  is  a t  ha l f  past  1 and that  is  

by Br ian Padayachee.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.   So i t  is  that  same af f idavi t?   
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MS RAMSAMY :    I t  would appear so,  yes,  Commiss ioner .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    And before Mr Perumal  went  to  mee t  

wi th Mr Ian Cameron,  was th is  d iscussed as par t  o f  your  

work that  you are doing that  we wi l l  go and speak to a 

Member of  Par l iament ,  Ian Cameron,  he has approached us 

or  we know somehow that  we wi l l  get  something out  of  h im.   

How does Perumal  land up ta lk ing  to the Chai rperson of  the 

Port fo l io  Commit tee?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Commissioner,  a f ter  the 30 t h  o f  January,  

unt i l  Apr i l ,  I  am complete ly kept  out  of  the loop.   And i t  i s  10 

af ter  th is  message where I  am now being to ld that  we must  

st r i ke  whi le  i t  is  hot ,  that  I  am doing,  there is  another  

presentat ion where I  say I  have only received documents on 

the 11 t h  o f  Apr i l .   I  have not  received any of  the in format ion.   

that  was received through the 28’s,  so I  cannot  enro l  

accord ing to the t imel ine.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    I f  you are kept  out  of  the loop,  you say 

f rom January unt i l  about  Apr i l ,  how do you expla in  that  Mr  

Perumal  sends you th is ,  because th is  suggests,  you know,  

on the face of  i t ,  th is  message suggests you know what  he  20 

is  ta lk ing about  because you have been par t  o f  i t .   How do 

you expla in i t  then?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  actual ly  had a  conversat ion about  th is .   

When I  spoke to  Mr Sesoko about  th is ,  I  sa id  to  h im,  now 

they want  me in  because they need a prosecutor .   So now 
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they want  to  br ing me in to the vaul t  and the word  I  used 

was p lay n ice because they needed a prosecutor .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I t  is  because they wanted to enro l  

the mat ters.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And they could only do that  

with a prosecutor  …[ intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Wi th a prosecutor .   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    And do you know whether  General  10 

P ienaar d id wi thdraw her  repor t  that  c leared General  

Lushaba?  Do you know what  happened wi th that?  

MS RAMSAMY :    That  was an even b igger f ight .   How,  even 

i f  she is  sure,  ev idence,  i t  is  l ike the Commissioners make 

thei r  f ind ings and submit  a  report .   You cannot  now say that  

you are going to wi thdraw your Apr i l  report  because of  the 

in format ion that  we have received now that  cont radicts  

there.   You wou ld do a supplementa ry or  a new report  

saying,  based on my new f ind ings,  th is  is  what  I  have 

d iscovered or  has been p laced before me and due to that ,  I  20 

wish to amend my in i t ia l  report .    

 And at  that  poin t ,  I  actual ly  got  Mr Sesoko in  

because,  and I  sa id to  h im,  you need to deal  wi th  Mr 

Perumal  now,  because he is  not  l is tening.   And at  that  

point ,  I  was saying to them, i f  you wi thdraw i t ,  i f  you put  i t  
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in  the docket  a l ready,  and then now you f i le  a wi thdrawal  of  

that ,  and then you go to the Commissioner of  NasCom and 

you say I  am wi thdrawing that  report ,  you cannot  do that .   

You have to supp lement  your  repor t  and say that  based on 

new f ind ings,  I  make new recommendat ions.   So I  doubt  that  

the report  was wi thdrawn.   I  a lso doubt  that  the legal  

department  of  SAPS would have a l lowed i t  in  that  mat ter .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    But  you are not  aware whether  or  not  i t  

was wi thdrawn?  

MS RAMSAMY :    No.  10 

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Can I  just  get  c la r i ty  on th is?  So 

th is  re lates to the  Lushaba mat ter .    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rec t .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    But  when d id the spl i t  happen 

where Mr Raphesu was assigned the Lushaba mat ter  and 

the other  team was assigned the Mokwele mat ter?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Around the 16 t h  to  the 20 t h  o f  January  

2025,  there was a  separat ion of  the  team members.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   So you were not  being kept  20 

abreast  about  the  Mokwele mat ter?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    But  you were being kept  abreast  

about  the Lushaba mat ter  by Mr Raphesu.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Unt i l  the 30 t h  o f  January,  correct .   W el l ,  
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actual ly  not ,  just  a  l i t t le  b i t  before.   He was,  he d id not  

know anyth ing about  i t  unt i l  the 10 t h  o f  February when he 

received the le t ter .   And then on the 10 t h  o f  February,  he 

ceased work.    

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.   

MS RAMSAMY :    So …[ incomplete] .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So I  th ink that  is  what  is  miss ing in  

our  t imel ine is  that  when he gets suspended,  who then 

takes over  the Lushaba case.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Mr Perumal  and Mr Padayachee.   And 10 

af ter  that ,  i t  went  f rom an invest igat ion of  what  t ransp i red at  

s ta t ion level .   And a l l  o f  a  sudden,  I  rea l l y  d id not  

understand,  and unt i l  now I  do not  understand,  why Cr ime 

Inte l l igence vet t ing department  was constant ly  f i l ing 

af f idavi ts ,  because even in  the Lushaba mat ter ,  there is  

three af f idavi ts ,  one of  whom is a 204.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    But ,  so  when you say that  you 

were not  being kept  abreast ,  tha t  would have been f rom 

February when Mr Raphesu is  no longer on the Lushaba 

mat ter .  20 

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    But  you are aware that  the 

Lushaba mat ter  is  now being invest igated by Mr Perumal  

and h is team? 

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  
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MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And you are not  aware then what  i s  

happening on that  invest igat ion.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Are you asking for  updates 

or  how does the process work?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  am supposed to be updated on every 

s ingle wi tness that  i s  consul ted,  every step of  the  

invest igat ion.   Where there is  problems wi th  wi tness 

statements,  I  am supposed to get  the draf ts ,  I  am supposed 

to proof read,  I  am supposed to analyse.   When i t  i s  a  204,  I  10 

am supposed to peruse a draf t  before we can take i t  to 

Advocate Johnson to author ize a 204.   None of  those th ings 

were happening.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  I  th ink we get  to  the point  a t  

some stage where you say the 204 process where you were 

bypassed and Advocate Johnson sor t  o f  sa id to  you,  she is  

happy wi th the process,  the 204 can go ahead.   But  at  th is  

stage when he sends you th is  message,  do you then,  

because you are not  responding to  h im immediate ly,  but  at  

some poin t  you must  be engaging h im now on what  has 20 

happened and you have a meet ing wi th,  how do you get  

updates now,  because now you know that  there has been 

progress on the Lushaba mat ter .   What  happens f rom there?  

And Mr Cameron 's af f idavi t ,  does that  re late to  the Lushaba 

mat ter  as wel l?  
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MS RAMSAMY :    No.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   So why were you be ing to ld 

about  h is  af f idavi t?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  th ink the purpose of ,  and th is  wi l l  a lso be 

addressed when I  speak of  the meet ing of  the 8 t h  o f  Ju ly  

2025,  Advocate Johnson would send cer ta in inst ruc t ions to 

me through Mr Perumal .   So my understanding of  th is  

message was that  Mr Perumal  wanted me to know that  

Advocate Johnson wanted us to get  going on the Lushaba 

mat ter .   And then there was a meet ing subsequent  to  that  10 

on the 11 t h  o f  Apr i l .   I  th ink i t  is  the  11 t h .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And before he was taken of f  the 

Lushaba mat ter ,  what  was Mr Raphesu 's v iew of  the  mat ter?  

MS RAMSAMY :    So Mr Raphesu in terv iewed two Cr ime 

Inte l l igence of f icers that  had been tasked to go and for ,  i f  I  

have to use the te rm that  they used,  go c lean up a mess.    

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  

MS RAMSAMY :    And then when he received the docket ,  he 

looked at  the C c l ip  and the A1.   So in  my f i rs t  ev idence,  I  

spoke about  how the f i rs t  ent ry of  the C c l ip  would speak to 20 

the A1 wi th regards to suspects,  dates.   The whole th ing is  

l i tera l l y  summarized for  when the detect ive takes over .   And 

then the B c l ip ,  when you look at  the middle sect ion ,  i f  you 

l i f t  a l l  the cor respondence that  i s  usual ly  there,  the re is  a 

l i t t le  b lock that  says when a docket  was a l located to an  
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invest igat ing of f icer ,  meaning a detect ive,  and when they 

s ign fo r  i t .    

 So i t  is  sor t  o f  a  check and balance because i t  

wi l l  be on the CAS system and then i t  wi l l  a lso be on the  

docket .   Mr Raphesu then,  and he updated me v ia  

WhatsApp throughout  the day of  every move and so  he then 

consul ted,  he found out  that  accused number 2,  Mogashwa,  

was not  even on duty and that  he was to ld by the Cr ime 

Inte l l igence of f i cers who were tasked f rom Cr ime 

Inte l l igence at  the t ime in  2022 to  go and speak to  the A1 10 

and A2,  meaning the f i rs t  SAPS o f f ic ia ls  to  respond to the 

compla ints.   When he consul ted w i th them, he wanted the 

or ig inal  38 docket  to  take to them.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    That  is  V i l l iera.  

MS RAMSAMY :    V i l l iera 38 docket .   Mr Perumal  refused to 

a l low Mr Raphesu to have the docket  even though he was 

the invest igat ing of f icer  on the mat ter ,  hence the message 

f rom Advocate Johnson that  she had handed everyth ing  

over  to  Dylan,  Chief  and Padayachee or  Br ien.   So I  to ld 

h im to work of f  the copies that  I  had made for  h im and the 20 

whole team of f  those dockets.   And in  those copies was 

V i l l iera 38.    

 When he consul ted wi th the,  so i t  was the,  they 

work in  c rews.   So the van went  to  the house of  Lushaba 

and the person,  the more senior  who took down the af f idavi t  
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o f  what  had t ranspi red whi le  Mr Lushaba was d icta t ing,  et  

cetera,  et  cetera,  he  said that  th is  was not  the statement  

and then he f i led  a statement  saying that  th is  could  not  be  

the A1 because i t  is  one,  not  in  h is  handwr i t ing,  and two,  he 

had commissioned i t  and i t  had been commissioned at  the 

physica l  address of  Mr Lushaba.   So that  af f idavi t  was sent  

to  me v ia WhatsApp.   I  sent  i t  to  Advocate Johnson.    

 Then the fo l lowing day,  Mr Raphesu met  wi th  

another  Cr ime Inte l l igence of f i cer  who was a lso tasked wi th,  

in  2022.   And then he a lso met  wi th the crew member of  the,  10 

what  I  ca l l  the  A1,  because he was the f i rs t  person to f i le  an  

af f idavi t  wi th  regards to what  t ranspi red af ter  V i l l ie ra CAS 

38 was opened.   He f i led an af f idavi t  in  conf i rmat ion  of  what  

had t ranspi red in ,  when Mr Lushaba goes to the pol ice 

stat ion,  he is  to ld  to  wai t  a t  h is  res idence,  a van wi l l  come,  

a SAPS van.   The SAPS van at tends the statement  and the 

docket  is  opened at  the house.   Accused 2,  Mogashwa is  

not  even there,  but  the statement  in  the V i l l iera CAS 38,  as  

i t  s tands now,  is  an af f idavi t  commissioned by the Detect ive 

Mogashwa.   20 

 So the invest igat ions progressed.   Mr Raphesu 

went  to  speak to the Stat ion Commander.   The Stat ion  

Commander a lso had h is own concerns about  th is  docket .   

He voiced i t  wi th  regards to the amount  of  p ressure that  he  

was receiv ing f rom accused number 4,  3  and 4,  to  c lose th is  
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docket .   In  fact ,  he said,  accused number 3 and 4  sa id to  

me,  do you not  want  to  make your l i fe  easier  and just  c lose 

th is  docket  as undetected?   

 The Commander a lso speaks about ,  he d id h is  

own invest igat ions wi th regards to ce l lphone records and a l l  

o f  those th ings.   He conf i rms tha t  he has the v ideo or  he 

v iewed the v ideo footage refe rred to in  Mr Lushaba and the  

f r iend’s af f idavi t .   But  that  v ideo footage is  gone.   I t  is  

nowhere.   What  is  label led as v ideo footage and put  in  the 

SAP13 and in  an  SAP or  exhib i t  bag is  actual ly  ce l lphone 10 

records that  were obta ined by the Commander.   So that  

USB of  the v ideo footage is  gone.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And th is  is  everyth ing that  Mr  

Raphesu d id before he gets taken of f  the mat ter?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And he reported that  to  you?  

MS RAMSAMY :    He reported,  he f i led,  there wer e af f idavi ts  

f i led wi th regards to those th ings.   The Commander a lso  

referred Mr Raphesu to the in i t ia l  person that  was a l located 

to the docket  on the CAS system and expla ined to Mr 20 

Raphesu,  who then expla ined to me that ,  and la ter  when I  

consul ted wi th th is  Stat ion Commander,  was that  i t  seemed 

l ike i t  was a l located to her  because she had just  come back 

f rom matern i ty  leave and she was brand new.   

 She a lso f i les a  statement  about  how she was 
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receiv ing phone cal l s  f rom Mr Lushaba,  d ic tat ing cer ta in  

th ings,  that  Mr Lushaba d id not  want  to  deal  wi th  her ,  he d id 

not  want  to  f i le  a supplementary,  he  was not  mak ing the  

wi tness on the housebreaking ava i lab le.   The Commander 

a lso conf i rms to  me that ,  dur ing consul tat ion that  on the day 

that  Mr Lushaba eventual ly  f i led a supplementary,  he 

refused to do i t  in  iso lat ion f rom the wi tness.   So he wanted 

the Commander to  do both statements together  and he was 

in ter ject ing and there was a lo t  o f  -  but  the f r iend,  so Mr  

Lushaba says tha t  he d id not  go fo r  any medical  t reat ment ,  10 

et  cetera.   The f r iend 's statement  says that  he drove Mr  

Lushaba for  b lood tests,  because Mr Lushaba suspected 

that  he was drugged.    

 And I  repeat ,  the charges on Mr Lushaba 's docket  

and the three other  accused was not  that  he was not  a  

v ic t im.   I t  was what  had happened at  the level  o f  the  stat ion 

in  order  to  quick ly c lose that  docket .   And the statements  

speak to that  r igh t  unt i l  Mr Raphesu stopped.   A lso,  i t  must  

be noted that  two out  of  the four  accused,  when I  was st i l l  

deal ing wi th  the mat ter ,  a pproached me for  105A.   We were 20 

in  negot ia t ions when I  was removed f rom them.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    What  i s  105A?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  is  a  p lea and sentence agreement  

between the accused and the state.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   So why d id Advocate  
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Serunye,  he  had a d i f ferent  assessment  of  the mat ter .   Did 

he not  have access to the invest igat ions that  Mr Raphesu 

had done?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  was not  a l lowed to.   Mr Raphesu was 

persona non grata .   In  fact ,  i f  you ment ioned h is name,  Mr  

Padayachee would stand up and s ay,  do not  ta lk  about  h im,  

that  man put  my l i fe  at  r isk,  no mat ter  where we were.   So I  

was not  a l lowed to share the report .   In  fact ,  there is  emai ls  

where Mr Padayachee and Mr Perumal  had in formed the ID 

that  Mr Raphesu d id noth ing on that  docket .   He,  there was, 10 

i t  just  came as a,  and they denied that  the documents that  

Mr Raphesu was forced to hand over  when he got  the le t te r  

conta ined statements and the report .   And to be very  

honest ,  the repor t  was handed to every person v ia USB on 

every update.   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I  know that  the report  by Mr  

Raphesu,  I  th ink i t  is  t i t led  pre l iminary report  o r  something 

l ike that ,  but  i t  is  a  report  by Mr Raphesu.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    That  is  a lso one of  the documents  20 

that  needs to be obta ined and inc luded in  the bundle.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    But  I  th ink Mr Raphesu d id not  

have i t ,  but  you do have i t .  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  do,  yes,  correct .   
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MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Because he had emai led i t  to  you.  

MS RAMSAMY :    And I  had emai led  i t  to  everyone,  cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And when you say you have 

emai led i t  to  everyone,  i t  would not  have been Mr Serunye 

because he was not  par t  o f  the team yet ,  or  would  

…[intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  Mr Serunye came in only in  August .   

A l l  o f  th is  was happening in  March,  Apr i l ,  May.   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   

MS RAMSAMY :    So when he analysed the docket ,  In  fact ,  10 

one of ,  Mr Serunye and I  had a d iscussion about  i t ,  about ,  

not  af te r  the test imony,  but  at  the  t ime in  August ,  where  I  

admi t ted that  I  was rushing the charge sheet  and I  had not  

put  accused 2 where I  was supposed to put  accused 2.   I  

had put  accused 1,  accused 1.   But  I  was t ry ing to  expla in  

to  h im what  i t  was,  but  Mr Serunye,  o r  Advocate Serunye 

concent rated on the explanat ion  provided to h im by Mr 

Padayachee and wi th the report  o f  Mr Raphesu,  he was 

never provided so  that  he could understand the sequence of  

the invest igat ion.    20 

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So the v iew that  you and Mr 

Raphesu held at  the t ime was that  there was a pr ima fac ie  

case.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   And i t  was conf i rmed in  the  

meet ing where Mr  Sesoko was present .  
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MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And which  meet ing was that?  

MS RAMSAMY :    The one that  Mr Serunye spoke about  

yesterday,  where he wanted the presentat ions.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Where he wanted the  

presentat ions.   Okay,  I  th ink we get ,  we wi l l  get  to  that  at  

some point .   Now,  af ter  Mr Raphesu is  out  of  the p ic ture on 

Mr Lushaba,  General  Lushaba's mat ter ,  and is  the main 

invest igator  now Mr Padayachee or  is  i t  Mr  Perumal  who is  

the invest igator?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Must  I  answer tha t?  10 

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  know you have to be b lunt ,  so I  am going 

to be b lunt .   Commissioners,  Mr Padayachee does not  know 

invest igat ion.   He is ,  and even i f  you look at  the emai ls  that  

I  am provid ing to the Commission,  even h is  af f idavi ts  fo r  the  

J50’s,  he has never draf ted them.  Those af f idavi ts  a re 

draf ted by Mr Perumal  and emai led  by Mr Perumal ,  and they 

are in  two d i f fe rent  provinces.   And he would say,  Br ian,  

peruse,  team peruse.    

 So those,  everyth ing,  and l i ke I  sa id,  I  know the  20 

sty le  because I  have been work ing  wi th them for  a lmost  4 

years now.   The other  aspect  is  that  I  know that  Mr  

Padayachee was st ruggl ing wi th the invest igat ion because 

on numerous occasions I  had inst ructed Mr Padayachee to 

do,  so when we were d iscussing ,  i f  we go back to the 
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aspect  where we are saying 28’s must  be done on th is  and 

28’s must  be done on that ,  on page 7.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Of  f i le  11.  

MS RAMSAMY :    F i le  11.   I t  reached a point  where I  had to 

remind Mr Padayachee that  you are  a lso a  senior  

invest igator .   You are not  a ch ief  invest igator .   You are on 

the same rank as Mr Raphesu.   So I  am div id ing,  you do 

th is ,  you do th is .   When i t  was eventual ly  done,  i t  was done 

by Mr Perumal .   So even a 28,  Mr  Padayachee st ruggled to 

do.   And on one occasion,  Mr Padayachee had said to  me,  I  10 

am st i l l  new to th is ,  so I  need you to guide me through th is ,  

whatever .    

 But  i f  you are asking me for  guidance,  then you 

must  a lso be wi l l ing to  learn.   And you must  be able,  

because he would  s i t  and he would  say,  le t  me te l l  you how 

Cr ime Inte l l igence is  work ing,  how Cr ime Inte l l igence is  

work ing.   Whenever I  would ask why there was a shortage 

of  ev idence in  an  af f idavi t  obta ined i t  would  be,  le t  me te l l  

you.   And I  sa id,  no,  but  i r respect ive of  what  you know,  in  

order  for  me to make a decis ion on the evidence,  i t  has to  20 

be in  the statement .   So …[ incomplete] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    You sound l i ke you,  I  am not  saying that  

is  your  in tent ion,  you sound l i ke you agree wi th General  

Mkhwanazi  that  Colonel  Padayachee knows noth ing about  

invest igat ions.   Is  that  a fa i r  …[ intervenes] .  
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MS RAMSAMY :    I t  is  a  fa i r  assessment .   Having worked 

wi th h im for ,  s ince January 2025,  actual ly  I  worked wi th h im 

on the other  27 referra l ,  but  he came in much la ter  af ter  the 

invest igat ion was done.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  

MS RAMSAMY :    So yes.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Now in your statement  

…[intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Maybe before you do that ,  le t  me ask a  10 

quest ion.   I t  re la tes to  that  WhatsApp message f rom Mr  

Perumal  about  h is  meet ing wi th  Mr  Cameron.   I t  is ,  where  i t  

says meet ing went  very wel l ,  fu l l  support  f rom him.   What 

d id you understand that  to  mean,  because f rom the af f idavi t  

that  we looked at  ear l ie r ,  i t  seemed,  and your notes,  looking 

at  your  ear l ie r  no tes,  that  i t  was they went  to  see h im about  

the appearance o f  the Nat ional  Commissioner and h is team 

on vet t ing issues.    

 I  th ink you said that  is  vet t ing Cr ime Inte l l igence.   

That  is  why they went  there and that  af f idavi t  seems to  20 

speak to that ,  even though i t  does not  say they l ied.   I t  

sa id,  look at  the record of  our  meet ing,  compare that  wi th  

your in te l l igence dockets.   Members were not  sat is f ied.   

That  is  a l l  he says.   When he says,  so i t  would appear that  

the engagement  wi th h im would have been l imi ted  to that  
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par t icu lar  quest ion,  the vet t ing Cr ime Inte l l igence.   What  

d id you understand,  Mr Perumal  to  say when he says we 

have fu l l  support  f rom Mr Cameron,  what  you unders tood or  

what  he said.    

MS RAMSAMY :    I  understood h im to have meant  that  they 

went  to  Mr Cameron wi th a speci f i c  narrat ive in  mind,  and 

that  narrat ive was accepted.   And I  say th is  because I  had 

been work ing wi th  h im for  so long.   I  have sat  in  two or  four  

negot ia t ions on other  mat ters,  so  I  know how they th ink,  

how they work.   So they went  to  h im wi th a  speci f i c  10 

narrat ive and he was on board.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    And the nar rat ive would be what ,  

because in  the b igger scheme,  you have said to  us,  the b ig  

scheme,  le t  me be carefu l  not  at t r ibute to  you th ings that  

you d id not  say.   So i f ,  where I  paraphrase,  bear wi th me,  

that  i t  seems the  b ig scheme here  was the c leaning up of  

the SAPS for  whatever  purpose,  because that  is  what  your  

head says.   I  met  wi th the Min ister .   He wants our  

assistance to c lean up the SAPS.    

 So maybe that  i s  why everyth ing is  happening,  I  20 

do not  know.   When you say they went  there wi th a  

narrat ive,  is  i t  that  he is  g iv ing fu l l  support  fo r  the c leaning 

up of  the SAPS or  is  i t  for  a rres t ing and charg ing Cr ime 

Inte l l igence peop le,  inc lud ing the  Nat ional  Commissioner?  

When you say narrat ive that  you th ink they went  there wi th,  
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and that  is  what  Perumal  i s  speak ing to when he says that  

Mr Cameron g ives h is  fu l l  support ,  what  in  fact  do you have 

in  mind or  a re you seeking to convey to us?  

MS RAMSAMY :    My understanding of  the narrat ive by  them 

was exact ly  what  they were perpetuat ing,  that  General  

Khumalo and General  Masemola need to leave.   They need 

to be gone.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    So your understanding was that .   And 

you may wel l  have been wron g in  your  unders tanding 

…[intervenes] .  10 

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    So you are not  p lac ing i t  h igher than 

what  you made of  i t .   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Your understanding was that  he is  

conveying,  Perumal  is  conveying that  Cameroon supports 

that  agenda.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    He may wel l  be  misrepresent ing  what  

happened between h im and Cameron,  so we are not  p lac ing 20 

i t  h igher than that .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   And a lso,  just  to  repeat ,  by then,  

Advocate Johnson had a l ready said we must  look in to a l ink  

of  PKTT and Cameron,  in  Cameron.   A lso,  we have the 

WhatsApp’s where Mr Perumal  is  sending me documents  
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that  were top  secret ,  conta in very,  very dangerous 

in format ion about  a person and the i r  l i festy le ,  the i r  fami l ies,  

e t  cetera,  for  the  purpose of  secur i ty  of  Mr Cameron.   So 

how did we go f rom invest igat ing how Mr Cameron went  to  

get  or  how Mr Cameron got  p rotect ion,  h is  r isk assessment  

and the PKTT involvement  to  he is  now on board.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  

CHAIRPERSON :    I  just  got  word that  there is  a need for  a  

comfor t  b reak.   Let  us adjourn.   We wi l l  be to ld when to  

come back.   10 

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Chai r .  

INQUIRY ADJOURNS 

INQUIRY RESUMES 

CHAIRPERSON :    Ms Segeels -Ncube.   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Ms Ramsamy,  just  swi tch on your 

microphone.   Thanks.   We were deal ing wi th paragraph,  I  

had asked you some quest ions about  the Lushaba 

invest igat ion,  but  I  th ink we were at  paragraph 24 of  your  

statement ,  but  I  could be wrong,  on  page 12.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   20 

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And you referred to numerous 

meet ings that  took p lace in  Apr i l .   There is  just  one aspect  

which came to mind as I  was reading th is  now that  I  need to  

c la r i fy  about  the  evidence that  the wi tness gave ear l ie r .   

You said that  the WhatsApp,  which has just  been,  was g iven 
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to  us af ter  a l l  o f  th is ,  was the WhatsApp that  sor t  o f  spurred 

where they needed you now to  come in because they 

wanted to do the enro lment .    

 And pr ior  to  that ,  there had not  real ly  been much 

engagement  wi th  the team inves t igat ing on the Lushaba 

mat ter .   But  my recol lect ion  of  when we had the 

consul tat ions and your statement  was being prepared is  that  

i t  was actual ly  the meet ing that  was held in  Apr i l ,  the 8 t h  o f  

Apr i l ,  the request  for  a meet ing wi th you on the 8 t h  o f  Apr i l  

that  made you say why do they,  now they want  me because 10 

they need me.   I t  was not  the 9 Apr i l .  

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  was,  cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    A  WhatsApp.  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  have my phone in  f ront  of  me.   On the 5 t h  

o f  Apr i l ,  Mr Perumal  contacted me and s aid they needed to 

see me and that  they were going to be in  Pretor ia  on the  

8 t h .   On the morn ing of  the 8 t h ,  I  wi l l  provide i t  to  the,  I  wi l l  

provide a screen grab to the Commissioners.   On the  

morning of  the 8 t h ,  I  say:  

 “Morning D,  t rust  you are  wel l .   Are we 20 

st i l l  meet ing today?  I f  so,  what  t ime?”  

 He says:  

 “Hi  Dru,  can we meet  at  Fi re  & Ice,  

Menlyn,  p lease?  Anyt ime you are ready. ”  

 I  sa id:  
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 “No problem,  we wi l l  be there by 11,  

11.30. ”  

 A t  10:12,  I  say:  

 “ I  am ear ly ,  24 minutes away. ”  

 And then I  ca l l ed  to f ind out ,  when I  get  there,  I  

ca l led to f ind out  where  do I  meet  them.  And they were in  

the conference room or  boardroom by the eat ing area of  

Fi re & Ice.   The notes are on page 13.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  I  was just  going to take the  

Commissioners there.   So just  to  c la r i fy  and c lear  up the  10 

confusion,  i t  is  the WhatsApp f rom the 5 t h  o f  Apr i l ,  not  the 

WhatsApp f rom the 9 t h  o f  Apr i l ,  that  i s  the in terac t ion that  

you say was them now needing you …[ intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Because they want  to  enro l .   And 

then the meet ing  fo l lows on the 8 t h  o f  Apr i l .   On page 13 

you have got  D,  B and me,  which  is  Perumal ,  Padayachee 

and you …[ intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    A t  Fi re & Ice.  20 

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And then you have got  the 

HB,  which is  the housebreaking mat ter .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.    
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MS RAMSAMY :    This became a very important  mat ter  to  

enro l  a t  that  t ime.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Important  to  whom?  

MS RAMSAMY :    To Advocate  Johnson and Mr  Perumal .   So 

there was a meet ing wi th regards to where I  s tand and what  

has been done by them.  So they were br ie f ing me on what  

they have done in  the invest igat ion.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Sorry to  in te r ject .   I  th ink you just  

need to g ive context  and maybe I  need to do that  now,  is  

that  by the 8 t h  o f  Apr i l ,  your  af f idavi t  that  we had looked at  10 

ear l ie r  had been submit ted to Advocate Johnson 

…[intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Which was dated 1 Apr i l  2 025.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Regarding Mr Raphesu and what  

happened wi th Mr  Nkabinde.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So by the t ime th is  in teract ion is  

happening,  there is  now tension because of  your ,  we l l ,  I  am 20 

saying tension,  which is  a mi ld  in te rpretat ion of  what  you 

are going to exp la in,  but  that  i s  the context  wi th in which  

th is  i s  happening is  that  at  th is  stage you have f i led an 

af f idavi t  which essent ia l l y  exonerates f rom your point  o f  

v iew,  Mr Raphesu,  regard ing the a l legat ions about  Mr 
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Nkabinde and whether  or  not  he leaked the in format ion to 

Mr Nkabinde.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  now you may proceed.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Just  to  add on the,  the tension was so,  so  

in tense that  la ter  on there is  even a team coerc ion meet ing.   

I  was repeatedly  to ld by both Advocate Johnson and Mr  

Perumal  that  they do not  t rust  me anymore because of  that  

af f idavi t .   And i t  i s  not  as i f  they were just  saying,  we do not  

t rust  you.   Advocate Johnson actual ly  sa id to  me,  there i s  a  10 

lo t  o f  d is t rust  by the team members against  you because of  

your  af f idavi t .   So th is  meet ing was,  I  rea l l y  d id not  want  to 

be there.   That  is  probably why I  even fo rgot  i t  happened.   I  

apologize for  that .   There was no mal ice on my par t .    

 So they wanted to d iscuss the  housebreaking 

mat ter .   For  some reason,  they had,  wi thout  me knowing,  

28’d or  subpoenaed the loss f i le .   The loss f i le  i s  an  in ternal  

f i le  that  is  kept  for  report ing of  equipment  that  i s  issued to 

you by your employer .   I f  you lose i t ,  th en you have to f i l l  in  

those documents or  f i le  an af f idavi t ,  g ive the CAS numbers,  20 

et  cetera.   They had subpoenaed the in ternal  fact - f ind ing 

f i le .   That  was basica l l y  the in ternal  invest igat ion  in to the  

loss of  those i tems.   Retake const  f i le .   I  cannot  remember  

what  that  means.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So can I  just  understand th is  note.   
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This i s  now just  a  recordal  o f  everyth ing that  you had just  

to ld  us ear l ie r  on  was conta ined in  Mr Raphesu 's statement  

or h is  report  or  …[ intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    This i s  now them te l l ing me what  they d id  

af ter  Mr Raphesu …[ indist inct ] .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   o  then I  do not  th ink we 

need to go over  th is .   This was jus t  for  me to br ing to your 

at tent ion that  your  dates were wrong regard ing the 9 Apr i l  

conversat ion,  the  9 Apr i l  WhatsApp exchanges.   So we can 

then go back to your statement  where you say there were 10 

numerous meet ings,  paragraph 24.  

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “There were numerous meet ings that  took 

place in  Apr i l ,  a l l  o f  them mount ing f rom 

tension between the team and m ysel f ,  

because Advocate Johnson had ind icated 

that  the team had great  d is t rust  towards 

me because of  the af f idavi t  I  deposed to 

essent ia l l y  s tat ing that  Mr Raphesu could 

not  have been the  source of  the leak 20 

regard ing the invest igat ion in to Mr 

Nkabinde.   This af f idavi t  was deposed to 

somet ime in  the f i rs t  week of  Apr i l  2025. ”  

 I f  I  may just  speak to th is  d is t rust .   I  had spoken to  

Mr Sesoko,  and I  had asked h im i f  Mr Perumal  and Mr  
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Padayachee were  wi tnesses in  th is  Raphesu invest igat ion,  

how is  i t  that  they have had s ight  o f  my af f idavi t  for  them to 

now state that  they d ist rust  me based on my af f idavi t .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Paragraph 25:  

 “On Apr i l  2025,  a meet ing was held. ”  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    On 24 Apr i l  2025.  

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “24 Apr i l  2025 a  meet ing was he ld wi th  

the Pro ject  Divers ion team.  Present  was 10 

Advocate Johnson,  Mr Perumal ,  Sesoko 

Padayachee,  Pro ject  Manager Tshepo 

Tla le,  Pat  Mlambo,  Senior  Invest igator ,  

Char les E ls,  Invest igator ,  Wynand 

Wessels,  the Chie f  Financia l  Invest igat or ,  

Mr Sesoko and me.   By th is  t ime,  Mr  

Raphesu was no longer on the pro ject .   

A t  th is  meet ing,  a second wr i t ten 

presentat ion was made to Advocate 

Johnson.   I  po inted out  that  I  had 20 

received af f idavi ts  la te and none of  the 

documents secured in  te rms of  the 

sect ion 28 processes had been made 

avai lab le to  me.   Mr Perumal  at tempted 

to deny knowledge of  the sect ion 28 
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summonses that  were issued in  respect  

of  General  Lushaba's bank account ,  

those issued by Mr Raphesu in  December 

2024.   I  was shocked and reminded  h im 

of  the events sur rounding the issu ing of  

those summons.   In  fact ,  he was copied 

on Mr Raphesu 's sect ion …[ indist inct ]  

emai l  a t taching the summonses.   

Tensions were h igh at  that  s tage,  so 

much so that  I  had to address the issues 10 

wi th Advocate Johnson and Mr Sesoko,  

which I  d id .   In  an emai l  t i t led,  

prosecutor ia l  inst ruct ions considered as 

d is respect fu l  and nonsense.   In  th is  emai l  

o f  25 Apr i l  2025,  I  a lso ra ised the issues 

that  invest igators were not  comply ing 

with SOP’s dur ing the invest igat ion.   I  

wi l l  re turn to  the  24 Apr i l  2025 meet ing  

la ter  under the re levant  top ics.   I  became 

aware …”  [ in tervenes]  20 

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Sor ry,  Ms Ramsamy,  can I  just  ask 

you to look again at  that  date ,  because you may be 

confusing the 24 Apr i l  meet ing wi th a 16 Apr i l  meet ing,  but  

that  is  my recol lect ion.   But  I  jus t  want  you to go  to your 

notes on page 20,  f i le  11,  because i t  has got  take down.   
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The t i t le  of  that  says take down,  p lus or  minus 7 May.   

MS RAMSAMY :    What  pages?  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    On page 20 of  f i le  11.   I  know in 

some of  these notes you d id not  have the benef i t  o f  them 

because you had to …[ intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  the p lus minus 7 May …[ intervenes] .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    No,  look at  the date  of  the 

meet ing.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Oh,  the 16 t h  o f  Apr i l  o f  ID of f ice.   Yes,  I  

am sorry.   10 

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  because that  i s  the meet ing  

where the ID is  present .   You have got  the people that  have 

at tended r ight  af ter  the date.   You have got  at  ID 's  of f ice,  

Mlambo,  Br ian,  Dylan,  Ayanda,  Dy lan,  ja ,  Dylan again,  I D,  

Sesoko,  Char les,  which a l l  corresponds to the at tendees on 

paragraph 25,  but  you say i t  is  24 Apr i l  and I  th ink i t  is  16.  

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  i t  is  the 16 t h  o f  Apr i l .   I  apologize.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   There is  a 24 Apr i l  meet ing  

…[intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes.  20 

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    But  the meet ing that  you say is  the  

s igni f i cant  meet ing where the take down,  that  is  why there  

is  a take down,  p lus minus 7 May.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And te l l  us what  is  take 
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down a reference  to?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Take down is  the word that  Advocate  

Johnson and Mr Perumal  use wi th regards to arrests.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  so the arrests,  what  were 

you being to ld about  the take down?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  was inst ructed that  the take down for  Mr 

Lushaba and the three others was to take p lace on the 7 t h  

o f  May,  p lus minus 7 t h  o f  May.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    That  was the ta rget  date.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  10 

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And were you g iven any 

in format ion as to the s igni f icance o f  that  date?  

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  I  was not .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And then you have there,  

“ reference memo t imes 2 and hard  dr ive” .   What  does that  

mean? 

MS RAMSAMY :    There was an issue of ,  previously I  had 

ind icated on the 11 t h  that  I  was only g iven the documents or  

the af f idavi ts  that  they had col lected s ince incept ion on the  

11 t h  o f  Apr i l  and there was an issue about  sto rage on a USB 20 

because the USB’s were smal l .   So we had to requis i t ion 

l ike 3 or  4 USB’s in  order  for  me to get  the in format ion.   

And so in  order  to  obta in a hard dr ive,  you have to do a  

memo to the ID.   so that  the ID can approve the requis i t ion.   

So i t  was,  I  was to do a memo for  two hard dr ives,  one fo r  
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mysel f  and one fo r  the invest igators.   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And then you refer  to  the 

Lushaba mat ter ,  the secur i ty  c learance,  c learance,  secur i t y  

clearance,  and then you have “D to ca l l  P ienaar,  sect ion 28 

in terv iew”.   Then there is  a “cannot  commit ”  and then 

sect ion 28.   What  is  that  in  reference to?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Mr Perumal  had ind icated that ,  P ienaa r  

ind icated that  she cannot  commit  to  at tending a consul tat ion  

wi th a 28,  the serv ice.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   She needed the subpoena,  10 

okay.  

MS RAMSAMY :    She had to be subpoenaed.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then you have “star ted  

draf t ing” .   Draf t ing what?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Advocate Johnson had ind icated that  I  

must  s tar t  d raf t ing,  so I  put  s tar ted  draf t ing.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Draf t ing what?  

MS RAMSAMY :    The prosecutor ia l  memo.   But  I  had in  that  

meet ing been to ld  to  star t  draf t ing,  so  the l is t  that  Advocat e 

Johnson to ld me was the in -consul tat ion note,  the  charge 20 

sheet ,  and the prosecutor ia l  memo.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  and that  was,  those were the 

documents necessary for  the enro lment?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Were you asked to draf t  a  28(1)  
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appl icat ion because would that  not  precede a l l  o f  those 

other  documents?  

MS RAMSAMY :    The 28(1)  request  for  d raf t ing was only  

made to me on the 27 t h  o f  May 2025.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  so  the request  to  draf t  the  

28(1)  invest igat ion appl icat ion for  author izat ion  for  that  

invest igat ion was only g iven to you on the 27 t h  o f  May,  that  

inst ruct ion.   But  on the 16 t h  o f  Apr i l ,  you are  a l ready 

inst ructed to draf t  the in -consul tat ion memo,  and that  is  fo r  

purposes of  enro lment ,  even though the 28(1) ,  you are not  10 

yet  in  the 28(1) .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   I t  was at  th is  t ime that  I  to ld  

Advocate Johnson that  the qual i t y  of  the statements are so  

poor that  I  h igh ly doubt  her  t imel ines could even be met .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  I  th ink there is  a WhatsApp 

where you say,  you ask,  p lease you are asking  for  an  

extension.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And we wi l l  get  to  that .   So 

then the next  th ing you say,  “s igned Khumalo  equals  20 

clearance not  author ized” .   What  does that  mean?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I f  memory serves,  i t  was wi th regards to 

the fact  that  when Khumalo was appointed,  h is  c learance 

was not  author ized.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And that  i s ,  but  that  is  a 
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d i f ferent  invest iga t ion under Pro ject  Divers ion.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Ja,  I  was wr i t ing as ev erybody was 

speaking,  so  i t  is  possib le that  was supposed to  be,  the l ine  

was supposed to be above i t .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  the l ine being now you are in 

phase two,  which is  the unlawfu l  appointments,  which 

General  Khumalo would fa l l  under that ,  which is  the vet t ing.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And that  would be General  

Khumalo and General  Masemola,  or  i s  i t  General  Khumalo  10 

and General  Madondo?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Both.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And just  remind us again,  

insofar  as General  Ma semola and General  Khumalo is  

concerned,  the a l legat ion there  is  re lated to General  

Khumalo 's  appointment  as the Head of ,  the  Div is ional  

Commissioner of  Cr ime Inte l l igence.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And General  Madondo and General  

Khumalo,  what  is  the a l legat ion there?  20 

MS RAMSAMY :    Is  that  Genera l  Khumalo fac i l i ta ted the  

t ransfer  o r  promot ion of  General  Madondo to Cr ime 

Inte l l igence whi le  wel l  knowing that  her  secur i ty  c learance 

or  top,  appl icat ion for  top secur i t y  c learance was refused.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   So when you have the 



    5 AUGUST 2026 – DAY 154 
 

Page 174  o f  224  

 

 

re ference to 7 May there for  the takedown,  i s  i t  Lushaba on 

the housebreaking?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And then what  were to 

happen to the other  arrests?  

MS RAMSAMY :    The inst ruct ion was that  there were going 

to be ar rests every two weeks.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Arrests  in  respect  of  the other  

mat ters every two weeks.   

MS RAMSAMY :    In  respect  of  the other  mat ters.   So the  10 

ar rest  would go,  each meet ing i t  changed the order .   So th is  

meet ing i t  was Lushaba,  Mokwele,  Madondo,  Masemola  

Khumalo.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Then can,  be fore you 

cont inue wi th your statement  at  paragraph 25 on page 12,  

can we go to f i le  11,  page 21.    

MS RAMSAMY :    I  am on 21.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    This is  s t i l l  a  cont inuat ion  of  the 

meet ing of  16  Apr i l .  I  just  want  you to  te l l  the 

Commissioners why General  Masemola 's  name is  ment ioned 20 

in  that  note and i t  says “not  a l lowed t i l l  ID is  convinced”.    

MS RAMSAMY :    I  was in formed in  that  meet ing that  

General  Masemola was served wi th a sect ion 28 to  appear 

before a designated member of  the  ID to answer quest ions.   

In  that  meet ing,  the ID asked me why is  NasCom being 
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served and I  am l ike,  I  l i te ra l l y  d id th is  and I  po inted to  

Perumal .   And she wanted an explanat ion as to why i t  was 

to happen,  and so she gave Mr Perumal  an inst ruc t ion that  

he must  phone NasCom and te l l  NasCom that  the ID 

inst ructed that  he is  not  to  respond to that  28 and that  a 

le t ter  was to be draf ted by Mr Perumal  to  wi thdraw the 28 

served on NasCom and  she wanted Mr Perumal  to  advise  

her  as to  why i t  was necessary to  28 and in terv iew the  

NasCom.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Ja,  th is  was not  just  28 for  h im,  for  10 

the General ,  for  General  Masemola to  provide 

documentat ion.   I t  was for  h im to appear before,  who was 

the in tended,  who was going to be the in terv iewer?  So he 

was supposed to appear before tha t  person under subpoena 

to answer quest ions re lated to what?  

MS RAMSAMY :    So I  th ink that  is  why Advocate Johnson 

stopped i t ,  not  because i t  was not ,  she would not  want  i t  to  

happen,  she just  d id  not  understand how i t  was going to  

happen.   28 in terv iews are to  be conducted wi th a 

prosecutor  present .   I  was the only  prosecutor  on the mat ter  20 

except  for  Advocate Johnson.   Ne i ther  of  us knew that  the 

NasCom was subpoenaed to come to be in terv iewed.   So 

who was going to do the in terv iew and for  what  purpose, 

because at  that  point  I  d id  not  even know what  in fo rmat ion 

they wanted to quest ion NasCom on.  
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MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And what  was Mr Perumal 's  

react ion to Advocate Johnso n saying that  i t  must  be p laced 

on hold unt i l  she is  convinced?  

MS RAMSAMY :    He was very angry.   He was ext remely  

angry.   In  fact ,  a f ter  the  meet ing ,  he stormed out  of  the 

meet ing.   When Advocate Johnson,  so he th rew h is pen 

down twice dur ing that  meet ing.   Once when I  sa id  that  the  

statements,  90% of  the statements  are fu t i le  because they 

are so poor,  and then the second t ime was when Advocate  

Johnson said the  28 in terv iew was not  tak ing p lace.   And 10 

af ter  the meet ing ,  he was spi t t ing  f i re  and he was sayin g  

that  ID does not  know what  happens wi th these th ings.   ID  

does not  understand how these th ings work.   I  am going to 

expla in i t  to  her .   Once I  expla in  i t  to  her ,  she w i l l  le t  i t  

happen.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  i f  we go to 22,  there  is  that  

reference in  your  notes to that  as  wel l  where i t  says “ca l l  

NasCom wi thdrawn in terv iew”.   Is  that  in  re lat ion to the  

same issue?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  20 

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And was i t  done?  Was the 

Nat ional  Commiss ioner advised that  he should not  appear?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Correct .   And a  le t ter  of  wi thdrawal  was 

sent ,  as wel l  as the inst ruct ion of  Advocate Johnson was to  

go and physica l l y  obta in  the subpoena served.   I t  was to be 
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brought  to  her .   She was to  scratch  over  i t  as cancel led or  

wi thdrawn,  and i t  must  be taken back to NasCom.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Now,  who would have s igned that  

subpoena?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  have not  seen the subpoena,  but  the only  

person that  would have been able  to  s ign such a subpoena 

is  Advocate Johnson.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    But  she d id not  know about  i t ,  as 

far  as you were aware,  because she said i t  must  be  

wi thdrawn in  that  meet ing.   So d id  you bel ieve her  that  she 10 

d id not  know anyth ing about  i t?  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    I s  i t  a  case of  she d id not  know or  

she was not  convinced that  i t  is  necessary?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  cannot  answer that  speci f ic  quest ion.   I  

can only te l l  you that  the only person that  could have 

s igned i t  was her .   So unless she was s igning documents 

for  Mr Perumal  wi thout  reading i t  and wi thout  an 

explanat ion,  she knew.    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So i f  she says i t  must  be wi thdrawn,  

i t  means she must  have known that  i t  ex is ts.   20 

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So i t  was,  who brought  the topic up  

about  that  28?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  was Br ian that  sa id that  NasCom wi l l  be  

here at  1  o 'c lock.  
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MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  so she d id not  br ing  up the  

topic?  

MS RAMSAMY :    No.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Did you get  the sense that  she d id  

not  know about  the sect ion 28,  or  she knew about  i t  as 

Commissioner Khumalo was put t ing that  she knew about  i t ,  

but  she now wanted to put  i t  on hold unt i l  she was 

convinced i t  needed to be done?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  am t ry ing to remember her  react ion.   So 

she was typ ing whi le  we were ta lk ing and then Br ian said 10 

that ,  and she turned to me because I  was s i t t ing d i rect ly  in  

f ront  of  her ,  and she asked me,  why is  NasCom coming 

here?  And I  sa id,  I  do not  know.   So in  my memory,  i t  

seemed l i ke she was genuinely shocked.   So I  would go wi th  

the fact  that  she s igned a document  that  she d id not  read.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Wel l ,  we do not  k now that  she 

s igned i t .   And i f  I  recal l  cor rect ly ,  when there was another  

sect ion 28 summons that  had been f l ighted at  the  

Commission  dur ing Advocate Johnson 's evidence where she 

had not  s igned i t ,  was s igned by a DDPP.   She ind icated 20 

that  they do have or  she does g ive  that  delegat ion.   Are you 

aware of  that?  Have you seen any sect ion 28 s igned by 

anyone other  than Advocate Johnson?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes,  i f  she was unavai lab le,  a t  Manco,  

Exco,  on leave,  s ick leave,  et  cetera,  she would,  i f  i t  is  for  
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an extended per iod,  we would get  an e -mai l  saying that  the 

ID powers are a l located to a speci f ic  Deputy Di rector .   And 

in  that  per iod,  on ly that  Deputy Di rector  could exerc ise the 

powers of  the ID.   I f  she was away for  just  the day or  she 

was in  a meet ing  and she could not  at tend to i t ,  genera l l y ,  

very recent ly ,  i t  was a  s i tuat ion  where  I  was to ld by Mr,  so  

we were t ry ing to get  to  consul t  wi th  a wi tness who is  in  

wi tness protect ion and those le t te rs have to be s igned by 

Advocate Johnson.   And I  had contacted Mr Be l lochun to 

say that ,  I  am sor ry,  we cannot  get  the document  s igned 10 

because the ID is  not  here.   And he said,  no,  no,  no ,  I  was 

to ld that  Mr Mani la l l  can s ign.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Then can we sk ip a few 

pages in  your  notes and we wi l l  go  back to your sta tement  

la ter .   Page 24 of  f i le  11,  I  am interested in  the  ent r ies  af te r  

the l ine where you say “co l lect  28 cancel led” .   Is  that  again  

a reference to General  Masemola 's  cancel led 28?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And then you have got  

Mokwi l i ,  and I  am assuming at  that  s tage you d id no t  know,  20 

I  am assuming i t  was for  Mokwele.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   And I  re i te rate,  a t  that  point  I  

had no documents,  so I  d id  not  even know the spel l ing of  

the Br igadier .    

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So as at  16 Apr i l  you d id no t  know 
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about ,  you d id no t  have the name,  even the correct  spel l ing  

of  Br igadier  Mokwele 's  name.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You say he had no documents.   

But  the 20 May,  I  am assuming,  is  a  date that  is  targeted for  

ar rests.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And the Lushaba is  7 May.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Was th is  sa id by Advocate  10 

Johnson?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes,  these inst ruct ions were g iven to us  

by  Advocate Johnson.   So here i t  i s ,  she re i terated that  the,  

or  she added to  the cancel la t ion  of  the 28,  which I  just  

expla ined where i t  had to go and get  co l lected,  b rought  to  

her ,  she would cancel  i t  and then i t  had to get  g iven back to 

NasCom.  And then th is  i s  how the  f i rs t  two ar rests and the 

dates,  the pro jected dates.   In  fact ,  i t  was more of  an 

inst ruct ion that  th is  is  going to happen on these dates.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Then we can go back to your  20 

statement .   You,  we have now c lar i f ied at  paragraph 25 that  

the date is  the 16 t h .   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You have a l ready said who was in  

at tendance and that  Mr Raphesu was no longer there.   
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Maybe you can go f rom,  you wi l l  correct  me i f  I ,  oh,  you 

have deal t  wi th  that .   I  th ink you have deal t  wi th  that  

paragraph 26 is  where we are  at .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you.  

 “ I  became aware  that  on 9 May 2025,  a  

meet ing was held in  my absence wi th 

Advocate Johnson,  Mr Sesoko,  and Mr 

Sesoko,  where  the invest igators,  Mr  

Perumal  and Padayachee,  compla ined 

that  they could no longer work wi th me.   10 

They c i ted my Apr i l  2025 a f f idavi t  

regard ing Mr Raphesu 's v ic t imizat ion.   

But  I  suspect  i t  is  because I  was not  

going a long wi th the  i r regular  

invest igat ion processes.   I  had no 

knowledge of  the process o f  the 

invest igat ion,  notwi thstand ing my 

inst ruct ions to  be  kept  in formed.   At  one 

point ,  I  received af f idavi ts  f rom wi tnesses 

who had been refer red to as sect ion 204 20 

wi tnesses.   I  had not  been consul ted on 

possib le sect ion 204 wi tnesses.   I  was 

a lso g iven the  af f idavi ts  that  were 

a l ready commissioned.   I  had previously 

in formed Advocate Johnson that  I  had not  
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perused the sect ion 204 statement ,  to  

which she repl ied that  i t  was d iscussed 

wi th her  and she approved of  the sect ion  

204.   When I  was to ld that  the d ist rust  

re lated to my af f idavi t ,  I  asked Mr Sesoko 

whether  i t  was because I  ment ioned in  

my af f idavi t ,  one,  Advocate  Johnson had 

in formed us in  the meet ing that  she had 

met  wi th Min ister  Mchunu,  or  perhaps the 

fact  that  I  had ment ioned General  10 

Gin inda had been ment ioned in  our  

Pro ject  Divers ion meet ing,  or  perhaps 

that  we were invest igat ing Mr Nkabinde.   

Mr Sesoko responded that  i t  was 

probably a l l  o f  the above.   I t  was a lso  

dur ing th is  t ime that  Advocate Johnson 

inst ructed us to ef fect  arrests on Pro ject  

Divers ion every two weeks star t ing f rom 

the f i rs t  week o f  May 2025.   But  for  

reasons that  annoyed Advocate Johnson,  20 

th is  d id not  happen as she had p lanned.”  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Can you just  te l l  us why i t  d id  not  

happen as p lanned?  What  was the issue?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  sent  a WhatsApp to Advocate Johnson in  

a very pol i te  manner,  speaking on behal f  o f  the who le team 
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a f ter  I  was screamed at  and bel i t t led by the invest igators,  

that  the invest igat ions were incomplete,  that  there were 

problems wi th the  statements that  needed to be sor ted out ,  

that  there were cont radi ct ions between wi tnesses,  severe  

cont radict ions between statements ,  where the  subord inate 

is  even cont rad ict ing the superv isor 's  af f idavi t .   And 

fur thermore,  that  I  had only received a l l  the documentat ion 

on the 11 t h  o f  Apr i l .   I  was st i l l  go ing th rough everyth ing.   I t  

was a lo t ,  and I  was not  going to be  ready.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I f  we can go to your WhatsApp’s  10 

wi th Advocate Johnson on page 258,  bundle 10,  f i le  10,  258 

of  f i le  10.   I  th ink we can star t  on 257,  actual ly .   

MS RAMSAMY :    Okay.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    That  is  where,  th is  is  on the  24 t h  o f  

Apr i l  2025.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you.   

 “Morning,  Advocate Johnson.   We just  

had a team meet ing on the arrest  for  f i rs t  

leg.   We wi l l  not  be ready on pro jected 

date of  5  to  7 May. ”  20 

ADV BALOYI SC :    And f i rs t  leg is  what?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Lushaba …[ intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    I t  is  the Lushaba take down.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

 “We have two s tatements that  wi l l  be  
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completed on Fr iday and the f i le  I  requi re  

for  possib le accused 2 wi l l  on ly be 

provided by NasCom on Fr iday.   I  wi l l  

then need t ime to peruse,  then f ina l i ze 

draf t ing.   The docket  s t i l l  needs to be 

compi led.   I  am on leave next  week,  but  I  

wi l l  co l lect  the statements on Tuesday 

and cont inue work ing through i t  as so 

that  i t  is  not  delayed.   Dylan and Br ian  

want  a br ie f ing  for  Mantsha on the  10 

statements he col lected.   I  do not  requi re  

same as I  was updated and the  report  

submit ted.   I  am humbly request ing on 

behal f  o f  the team an extension  to 14 

May for  f ina l i zat ion of  the invest igat ions 

and draf ts . ”  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Then i f  we go to 258,  her  

response?  

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “ I t  is  f ine.   I  wi l l  need a f ina l  b r ie f ing  20 

before takedown.   Prepare prosecut ion 

memo also  for  DPP perusal .   Noted,  we 

wi l l  comply.   Thank you. ”  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  so you had a basis on which 

you were saying  that  we are not  going to  be ready by 7 
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May.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So can you just  te l l  us,  you have 

summarized here  what  i t  is .   In  your  v iew,  were you ever  

going to be ready?  

MS RAMSAMY :    No.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And th is  i s ,  is  th is  only in  

reference to the Lushaba mat ter  or  the ent i re ,  so second leg  

as wel l?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Pret ty  much,  the  Lushaba mat ter ,  the two 10 

statements and the f i le  f rom NasCom was requi red.   Wi th 

the Mokwele leg,  oh boy,  the evidence.   You know,  I  th ink  

one of  the reasons Br ian fought  wi th  me and stuck h is f inger  

in  my face was because I  sa id that  a nursery book reads 

bet te r  than those dockets.   I t  was poor.   There  was no 

e lements of  any o f fence.    

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    This is  the  Mokwele  …[intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    The Mokwele docket .    

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    But  on the Lushaba mat ter ,  as I  

understand i t ,  you were of  the v iew that  there was a pr ima 20 

fac ie  case,  but  the,  whether  i t  fe l l  wi th in IDAC's mandate  

…[intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Was the issue fo r  you.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  
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MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And Advocate Johnson had said  

that  i t  does because i t  i s  not  housebreaking,  i t  i s  defeat ing 

ends of  just ice,  e t  cetera.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect ,  ja .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So when you are  in forming her  

here that  you want  an extension ,  you are asking  for  an  

extension to 14 May on the Lushaba mat ter .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect ,  for  f ina l i zat ion of  invest igat ions.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Did that  mean that  every other  

ar rest  was going to then be delayed by two weeks?  What  10 

was the …[ intervenes] .   

MS RAMSAMY :    The ent i re  pro ject  and the pro jected dates 

were going to be delayed.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Then we can go back to your  

statement .    

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “May 2025,  Lushaba enro lment .   

Somet ime in  May 2025,  i t  might  have 

been the th i rd week of  May,  I  had to 

enro l  the Lushaba mat ter ,  but  I  20 

encountered issues wi th the af f idavi ts  

that  had been f i led and asked the 

invest igators to  a t tend to the necessary.   

I  could only make an assessment  on the 

evidence based on what  was conta ined in  
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the statements.   The invest igators 

obta ined supplementary statements but  

th is  became an issue because the  in i t ia l  

s tatement  was so -cal led sect ion 204 

statements.   As stated ear l ier ,  Advocate 

Johnson approved th e sect ion  204 

processes wi thout  my input ,  and in  

c i rcumstances where I  had to ld her  that  I  

had not  yet  consul ted wi th the sect ion  

204 wi tnesses in  order  to  form a v iew.   I  10 

could not  understand how we would 

supplement  a sect ion 204 w i tness 

statement . ”  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Expla in  that  to  us.   We do not  

understand what  you mean by that .  

MS RAMSAMY :    A  sect ion 204 s tatement ,  as I  expla ined 

ear l ie r ,  is  a statement  by someone who is  a person of  

in terest ,  a  suspect ,  who is  p rovid ing v i ta l  in format ion that  

we would not  have been able to  otherwise obta in.   And I  am 

saying,  and I  sa id i t  to  Advocate Johnson,  a l l  the 204 20 

statements that  were taken in  Pro ject  Divers ion,  the 

deponent  does not  even admit  l iab i l i ty .   So in  order  for  you 

to get  indemni ty  af ter  test i fy ing,  you must  be t ruthfu l ,  

honest ,  and g ive a fu l l  account ,  inc luding your own 

involvement .    
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 But  i f  you are say ing that  I  was inst ructed and there 

is  one statement  where they do not  even say that  what  they 

were inst ructed to do is  wrong or  i r regular  o r  agains t  

procedure or  SOP’s or  anyth ing.   I t  is  just  I  was inst ructed.   

So wi th th is  speci f ic ,  wi th  the Lushaba mat ter ,  they had 

g iven a wi tness 204 status where  he is  cont radict ing the  

statement  of  h is  superv isor  in  the  docket .   And to be very  

honest ,  I  d id  not  even understand why the vet t ing sect ion of  

Cr ime Inte l l igence was involved in  a  s i tuat ion  of ,  i t  d id  

assist  to  an extent ,  once I  d id  read the vet t ing f i le  wi th  10 

regards to the cont radict ions of  how the process worked 

and the consul tat ion wi th Mr Lushaba in  the vet t ing versus 

what  was said in  the docket  versus the f r iend 's statement  of  

go ing to get  med ical  assistance,  whereas Mr Lushaba to ld  

the vet t ing of f i cer  that  he d id not .    

 So there were inconsistencies in  Mr Lushaba 's  

account  of  events.   But  that  speci f i c  204 statement  he 

basica l ly  sa id,  oh,  wel l ,  I  d id  not  see,  or  I  d id  no t  real l y  

bel ieve the guy,  so I  d id  not  s ign of f  on the f i le .    

CHAIRPERSON :    I  understand why Ms Segeels -Ncube 20 

asked you to exp la in th is ,  because i t  sounds l i ke you are 

stat ing a genera l  legal  p roposi t ion whereas f rom your  

explanat ion,  i t  seems that  what  you were saying was that  in  

th is  instance,  i t  was point less to supplement .    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  
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CHAIRPERSON :    The statement .   A l l  r ight ,  thank you.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Can we just  then deal  wi th  

Advocate Johnson's approach on the 204,  which  is  page 

241 of  f i le  10,  wh ich is  a WhatsApp exchange between you 

and Advocate Johnson.   I t  s ta r ts  wi th the issue of  Mr 

Nkabinde,  but  at  the bot tom of  your  message at  1056 on the  

20,  I  th ink i t  is  the 24 t h  o f  January  a l ready,  24 t h  o f  January 

there is  d iscussions about  a 204.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    This was one of  your  i ssues,  your  10 

concerns.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    241,  the last  paragraph in  your  

10:56 message.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You can read f rom there.  

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “The wi tness fo r  vet t ing,  the team asked 

me to d iscuss 204 status wi th you,  but  I  

have not  perused statement  as yet . ”  20 

 Advocate Johnson repl ies:  

 “Chief  d iscussed wi th me whi le  he was 

here.   I  agreed to  a 204. ”  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then you say thank you.  

MS RAMSAMY :    I f  the decis ion was made,  noth ing I  was 
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go ing to say was going to change i t .   Even in  the la ter  

WhatsApp’s where I  say to her ,  I  am going to consul t  wi th  

the wi tness on the Lushaba mat ter  so we do not  have the  

same problem we have in  the vet t ing.   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And what  d id she say to tha t?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I f  I  can remember ,  i t  was okay.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  so  your concern about  the  

204 star ted very ear ly  on.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes,  and i t  was addressed by mysel f  and 

then in  the f ights  that  I  spoke about  wi th  Mr Raphesu,  Mr  10 

Padayachee,  and Mr Perumal ,  we are on a 28(13) .   we are  

determin ing  the veraci ty  of  accusat ions.   How is  a wi tness 

being g iven what  could essent ia l ly  be indemni ty at  that  

ear ly  s tage?  And correct ly  so,  you are going to get  

ev idence that  is  going to ta int  your  invest igat ion because 

you are going to lead in  the d i rect ion of  someone who is  a 

suspect .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Can I  just  ask a d i f fe rent  quest ion about  

th is .   In  the normal  course,  at  which point  do you get  to  now 

i t  is  t ime to get  a  sect ion 204 f rom th is  par t i cu lar  wi tness?  20 

This i s  in  the  normal  course of  your  invest igat ion,  

eventual ly  prosecut ion.   That  i s  my f i rs t  quest ion.   The 

second quest ion is ,  where does the  author i ty  l ie  to  make the  

decis ion that  we wi l l  make th is  wi tness to be a,  because I  

can imagine tha t  there are wi tnesses that  should be 



    5 AUGUST 2026 – DAY 154 
 

Page 191  o f  224  

 

 

prosecuted,  even i f  they were going to te l l  on themselves.   

You say th i s  i s  too ser ious.   I  hope you do that ,  to  say th is  

is  too ser ious to le t  them get  away wi th,  you know,  as a 204 

wi tness.   So i t  is  real l y  two quest ions,  is  in  the  normal  

course of  your  work cu lminat ing  in  a prosecut ion,  where 

does a 204 l ie ,  decis ion,  as in  we are in  the process,  but  

two,  who actual ly  makes that  decis ion?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Wi th regards to where i t  l ies,  as a 

prosecutor  and a lso f rom invest igat ions that  we have 

a l ready done,  I  have not  been work ing wi th th is  team on 10 

other  mat ters,  a  204 wi l l  on l y be approached once the  

invest igat ion has reached such an advanced stage and a l l  

avenues have been pursued to obta in that  ev idence and we 

cannot .   We then have to make a  judgment  ca l l  on do we 

need that  ev idence more than we need to prosecute that  

person,  and that  i s  the l ine of  th ink ing of  when you decide.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    And is  i t  a  case of  you have now hi t  the  

point  where i f  we do not  turn  th is  wi tness in to a 204 

wi tness,  we wi l l  never  get  th is  in format ion?  

MS RAMSAMY :    That  is  where,  as far  as mysel f  and most  20 

of  the prosecutors wi th in IDAC,  i t  is  the only t ime that  we 

would actual ly  consider  i t .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Wi th regards to the author izat ion,  when I  

was deal ing wi th the Zondo Commission mat ters,  we had a  
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docket  that  emanated f rom 2018.   We were actual ly  in  the  

process of  doing a presentat ion to a l low us to enro l .   When 

DBC and I  rea l i zed that  we,  there was one aspect  where we 

have t r ied,  we had reconsul ted wi th wi tnesses,  we had,  the 

capta in had gone and t r ied to  obta in poss ib le documentary.   

We were at  a  b lock and we real ly  needed that  ev idence 

because i t  spoke to the chain of  command wi th regards to  

how the money f lowed.    

 And when I  approached Advocate  Johnson about  

that ,  we had to  do a fu l l  prosecutor ia l  memo wi th the 10 

invest igators '  input .   I t  had to go  to the Deputy D i rector .   

The Deputy Di rec tor  had to recommend,  and then i t  went  to  

Advocate Johnson for  approval .   So there is  a lso a paper  

t ra i l  and mul t ip le  people approving.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    And in  th is  case,  was ther e a  paper 

t ra i l?   I  mean,  you do te l l  us in  summary that  she said,  wel l ,  

I  have spoken,  wel l ,  we see i t  in  the WhatsApp messages.   

Perumal  has spoken to me and I  agree.   Was there ever  a 

paper t ra i l  about  th is?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Except  for  the WhatsApp’s,  no,  because I  20 

would have had to read the statement .   I  would have to  

make a judgment  ca l l  on the evidence.   But  in  January,  

where I  do not  have any other  ev idence,  how am I  going to  

make a judgment  ca l l  on a 204?  Common sense is  not  

being appl ied here because  you are being,  and I  am 
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repeat ing,  you are being guided by someone who has 

al ready …[ incomplete] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    So you do not  know what  Chief  Perumal  

would have said to  Ms Johnson about  th is  204,  i f  he said 

anyth ing at  a l l .   And you do not  know what  she would have 

taken in to account  because there is  no record.   There is  no  

paper t ra i l .   

MS RAMSAMY :    There is  no paper  t ra i l .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Are you not  put t ing i t  too rest r ic t i ve ly,  10 

though,  when you say you would  resor t  to  a 2 04 wi tness 

only i f  you would  not  get  the in format ion otherwise.   I  am 

th ink ing,  fo r  example,  of  the fact  that  the test  fo r  p roving a 

case in  c r iminal  mat te rs is  beyond reasonable  doubt .   You 

may actual ly  have the in format ion but  what  about ,  fo r  

example,  i f  a l l  you have is  a s ingle wi tness,  the s ingle 

wi tness does have the in format ion,  but  you are not  sure that  

s ing le wi tness is  going to be a good wi tness.   And you are  

in  a posi t ion to get  a 204 wi tness just  to  make sure that  you 

go,  you do sk ip  that  l ine of  proof  beyond a reasonable  20 

doubt .    

 I  would imagine,  I  th ink i t  should be a common 

sense approach rather  than as rest r i c t ive as you put  i t ,  I  

would th ink.   I  am not  a cr iminal  lawyer and my pract ice,  

even when I  was in  pract ice,  was not  a c r iminal  prac t ice.   
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MS RAMSAMY :    Chai r ,  you are expla in ing i t  exact ly  how I  

put  i t .   I t  is  just  that  I  sounded a l i t t le  b i t  more rest r ic ted or  

rest r i c t ive.   I f  there was a  s ingle wi tness and no 

corroborat ing evidence …[ intervenes] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes,  yes.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Even i f  i t  was c i rcumstant ia l  cor roborat ing,  

yes,  then you would.   But  i f  i t  is  a  s ingle wi tness and the  

corroborat ion,  you have a l ready h i t  your  wal l  o f  ev idence,  

so you would have to consider  i t .    

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes,  a l l  r ight ,  a l l  r ight .   Thank you.   10 

Thank you.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    I  want  to  ask about  IDAC’s 

invest igat ive processes,  because I  see that  i t  is  May,  you 

are a l ready d iscussing takedowns,  which I  understand to be  

get t ing warrants o f  arrest .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    I  have not iced that  in  a l l  the mat ters  

we have d iscussed,  a l though you have the sect ion 28 

process avai lab le ,  you actual ly  do not  have statements f rom 

the suspects.   And you said yoursel f  that  you thought  one 20 

case was not  very st rong,  the other  one,  you know,  there  

was a pr ima fac ie  case of  cr iminal  conduct .   But  some of  

the quest ions you st i l l  had,  I  would  have thought  tha t  i f  you 

in terv iewed the suspects,  i f  you summoned them and you 

said to  them, how did i t  happen that  you were g iven th is  
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posi t ion wi thout  the vet t ing  process being done?   

 Who actual ly  d id the vet t ing process?  Under what  

c i rcumstances?  Then you would evaluate a l l  o f  that  and 

determine whether  there is  reason to ar rest ,  charge,  and 

prosecute.   But  in  a l l  these cases,  i t  looks l i ke there was a 

rush to arrest  people and prosecute them when you d id not  

have the fu l l  facts .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So why is  that?  I  am t ry ing to  

understand why in  the process the  mechanism avai lab le to  10 

br ing people in  to  ask them quest ions so that  you c la r i f y  

issues,  why that  was not  used?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Chai r ,  I  mean,  Commissioner Khumalo,  

even wi thout  the processes of  28,  a d is t r i c t  cour t  p rosecutor  

who has a  docket  of  that  nature would ask the invest igat ing  

of f icer  to  f i le  a warning statement .   I t  was not  done.    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Because I  am assuming that  even the 

prosecutor  before  they,  because we learned that  in  one of  

the cases there was a prosecut ion memo,  i t  was sent  to  the 

prosecutor ,  the NPA prosecutor ,  and the NPA prosecutor  20 

said,  I  agree wi th your decis ion to prosecute.    

 I  would assume that  in  such a case,  that  p rosecutor  

would consider ,  le t  us say,  Mr Padayachee 's af f idavi t ,  would 

look at ,  but  what  does the suspect  say happened,  and would  

weigh the two and say,  I  am sat is f ied that  there is  a pr ima 
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fac ie  case or  something a long those l ines.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Is  Commissioner ta lk ing about  the in  

consul tat ion or  that  is  s igned by the …[ intervenes] .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Ja.   But  le t  us not  use that  

speci f ica l l y .   

MS RAMSAMY :    Okay.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    In  genera l  terms,  before you proceed 

to take down,  I  would have expected that  at  least  you get  

those statements  to  in fo rm your v iew whether  to  prosecute  

or  not  to  prosecute.  10 

MS RAMSAMY :    Commissioner,  I  am going to go back to 

my f i rs t  s tatement .   I f  Advocate can just  help,  I  am looking  

for  the par t  where  I  speak about  the  orchest rated at tack.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    The orchest rated at tack.   Now you 

are put t ing me on the spot .  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  apologize.   Okay,  I  wi l l  paraphrase i t ,  

Commissioner Khumalo.   I  s tar t ed on last  week Thursday by 

saying that  the evidence I  am going to provide  to the  

Commission wi l l  demonst rate that  there was an orchest rated 

at tack  and p lan to arrest  people.   So,  and I  sa id i t  ear l ie r ,  20 

and I  sa id i t  aga in now,  common sense does not  prevai l .   

Regulat ions do not  prevai l  when manipulat ion is  happening.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I t  i s  page 21,  paragraph 50.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I  am indebted to Ms Pooe fo r  that .  
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MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you,  Advocate.   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I  th ink you can go f rom “before I  

deal  wi th  the events” ,  a lmost  towards the end of  paragraph 

50 on page 21.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    I t  is  four th l ine f rom the bot tom.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you.  

 “Before I  deal  wi th  the events that  

t ranspi red f rom the 6 t h  o f  December 

2024,  I  want  to  make i t  c lear  that  

Advocate Johnson and Mr Perumal  10 

launched an orchest rated at tack on 

General  Masemola and L ieutenant  

General  Khumalo  using IDAC's powerfu l  

invest igat ion tools. ”  

 So common sense d id not  prevai l  when the p lan  

and the evidence was  being manipu lated.    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So they could have,  but  they chose 

not  to  because thei r  p lan was to …[ intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Did Ms Johnson say why the urgency?  I  20 

accept  that  i f  indeed th is  was an orchest rated scheme,  i t  is  

understandable that  not  as in  approved,  but  understandable  

that  th ings would not  p roceed in  the normal  course to fo l low 

the ru les,  to  fo l low common sense.   This i s  why we only act  

once we have gathered everyth ing.   You do a 204 only at  a  
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cer ta in po int  when you have gathered everyth ing.   So that  

would not  apply because we have a scheme that  in  fact  we 

are execut ing.   I t  is  not  about  leg i t imate invest igat ion and 

prosecut ion of  wrongdoing.   There is  no leg i t imacy to  i t .   

Does she expla in  even in  that  scenar io why we must  do i t  

every two weeks and why we star t  in  May.   What  was 

pushing her?  Did  she ever  say anyth ing?  

MS RAMSAMY :    There was no exp lanat ion provided and as 

Advocate Serunye expla ined yesterday,  some quest ions you 

just  do not  ask.    10 

ADV BALOYI SC :    We have had a wi tness unre lated to you 

who said  someth ing and said i t  was corr idor  ta lk .   I  am 

going to ask you the same k ind of  quest ion.   What  were you 

hear ing is  the reason th ings were  happening and I  am more 

in terested in  why are we in  May get t ing people arrested and 

we have to do i t  every two weeks.  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  th ink Commissioner i s  a b i t  ahead of  us  

because f rom the 16 t h  o f  May,  or  the 13 t h  o f  May,  

Commissioner wi l l  understand exact ly  what  was happening.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    I  am happy by a l l  means to leave i t  for  20 

you to te l l  i t  in  your  way when we are ready.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.   Page -  Chai r ,  sor ry,  I  

do see that  i t  is  4  o ’c lock.   I  have got ,  we are not  going to 

f in ish Ms Ramsamy's evidence today because in  par t  there 

are documents that  she needs to ret r ieve,  one very  
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important  one which she is  not  sure whether  i t  is  s t i l l  

accessib le to  her ,  but  other  documents as wel l  that  we have 

to obta in that  speaks to the second par t  o f  her  statement  

more prominent ly  than what  she is  a l ready p rovided to us.   

But  I  do want  to  f in ish the topic that  we are cur rent ly  on  

unt i l  page 16,  which I  th ink,  barr ing in tervent ion f rom the 

bench,  we should be able to  comple te.  

CHAIRPERSON :    And barr ing you going to a who le lo t  o f  

annexures.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    The wi tness,  Chai r .   We should be 10 

able to  f in ish that  wi th in 1/2 an hour.   I t  re la tes to  

documents that  the Commissioners are a l ready fami l iar  

wi th ,  but  she produces counter  documents to  that ,  that  has 

been produced.   And then we wi l l  leave the next  b ig  top ic  

for  Ms Ramsamy to return and dea l  wi th  that  once she has 

col la ted the documents.  

MS RAMSAMY :    I f  I  f ind them.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  thank you.   Thank you,  Chai r .   

Okay,  so can we then deal  wi th  May 2025 and you have got  

subtopics there.   The f i rs t  i s  the Lushaba enro lment .   20 

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “Somet ime in  May 2025,  i t  might  have 

been the th i rd week of  May,  I  had to 

enro l  Lushaba mat ter ,  but  I  encountered 

issues wi th the af f idavi ts  that  had been 
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f i led and asked the invest igators to  

at tend to the necessary.   I  could only  

make assessments on the ev idence 

based on what  was conta ined in  the 

statements.   The invest igators ob ta ined 

supplementary statements,  but  th is  

became an issue because th is  in i t ia l  

s tatement  was so -cal led 204. ”    

 I  have read th is  in to th is  record a l ready.   Must  I  

cont inue?  10 

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    29,  sorry.   

MS RAMSAMY :    29.   Thank you.  

 “On or  about  the  16 t h  o f  May,  I  in formed 

Advocate Johnson dur ing a meet ing that  I  

had ser ious concerns about  the ev idence 

because the team was not  fo l l owing the 

prosecutor -guided method.   Advocate  

Johnson to ld me that  I  should make a  

verbal  p resenta t ion to address the 

issues,  but  in  ef fect ,  the sense I  got  was 20 

that  she was not  going to  s ide w i th me 

over Mr Perumal .   In  June 2025,  I  was 

inst ructed by Advocate Johnson to  

prepare a 28(1)  for  a l l  Cr ime Inte l l igence 

mat ters as an umbrel la  appl icat ion.   I  wi l l  
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deal  wi th  th is  in  deta i l  la ter . ”  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Can I  just  cor rect  you,  i t  is  not  

June 2025.   I  th ink you said i t  was 27 May.   Was i t  not  that  

…[intervenes] .   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect  …[ indist inct ]  [ in tervenes] .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    [ Ind ist inct ]… [ cross- ta lk ing]  

prepared in  June.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes,  I  prepared,  you are correct .   Sorry  

about  that ,  Advocate.    

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Next  paragraph and then we wi l l  go 10 

to those documents.   Page 15,  the Mokwele mat ter ,  sect ion  

28(13)  author izat ion.   I  th ink that  should be sect ion 28(1)  

author izat ion.    

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “ I  wi l l  deviate s l ight ly  f rom my t ime l ine in  

deal ing wi th the events of  May 2025.   I t  

is  bet ter  that  I  deal  wi th  the events  

themat ica l l y  instead of  chronologica l l y .   

When Advocate Johnson test i f ied before  

the Commission,  she produced a sect ion 20 

28(1)  author izat ion s igned and dated 30 

May 2025.   In  the Mokwele mat ter ,  as 

wel l  as a 28(1)  appl icat ion purpor tedly 

f rom me to her  da ted 30 May 2025. ”  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I  just  want  to  go to that .   So i f  you 
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go to f i le  8,  page 3288.   

MS RAMSAMY :    I  am there.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   This i s  the document  that  

you are refer r ing  to in  your  statement  at  paragr aph 31,  

which was the document  that  Advocate Johnson test i f ied to  

as being the appl icat ion that  was prepared by you dated 30 

May 2025.   Is  that  the one?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And i f  we go to the last  page of  

that  document ,  you wi l l  see on page 3298,  there is  a date  10 

30 May 2025 and just  above that  on page 3297,  Advocate 

Johnson 's s ignature.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Now you want  to  just  go back to 

the f i rs t  page of  the appl icat ion i tse l f  which  is  addressed by 

you.   You want  to  speak about  that  document ,  tha t  3288.   

You can cont inue in  your  statement .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Okay.    

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Just  be fore you do that ,  i t  says 

that  i t  is  f rom Advocate D Ramsamy,  t i t le ,  State Advocate,  20 

30 May 2025 to Advocate Johnson.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.  

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “Advocate Johnson test i f ied before th is  
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Commission.   She produced a sect ion 

28(1)  author izat ion s igned and dated 30 

May 2025 in  the Mokwele mat ter ,  as wel l  

as a sect ion 28(1)  appl icat ion purpor t ed  

f rom me to her  dated 30 May 2025.   I  d id 

not  p repare th is  appl icat ion and the 

author izat ion could not  have been s igned 

and approved by Advocate Johnson on 

the 30 t h  o f  May 2025 as these documents  

suggest .   I  say  so fo r  the fo l lowing 10 

reasons.   Dur ing the meet ing …”  

[ in tervenes] .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Sorry,  before you say that ,  so what  

you are saying is  that  the document  that  Advocate Johnson 

produced to,  that  she ind icated was the author izat ion fo r  

the 28(1)  invest igat ion in to the Mokwele mat ter ,  and that  

was preceded by an appl icat ion draf ted  by you,  sent  to  her ,  

in  order  fo r  her  to  author ize the invest igat ion on 30 May 

2025,  you say you d id not  prepare that  document .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  20 

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And you say that  not  only  

d id you not  prepare,  but  that  author izat ion could not  have 

been,  that  invest igat ion could not  have been author ized by 

Advocate Johnson on the 30 t h  o f  May 2025.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   
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MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And then you te l l  us why 

you say so at  32.  

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “Dur ing the meet ing on the 27 t h  of  May 2025 …”  

[ in tervenes] .   [Wi tness emot ional ]  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Take your t ime.  

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “Advocate Johnson inst ructed me to 

prepare one umbrel la  sect ion 28(1)  for  a l l  

Crime Inte l l igence mat ters. ”  10 

 May I  p lease have a moment .    

CHAIRPERSON :    Let  us adjourn.   

INQUIRY ADJOURNS 

INQUIRY RESUMES 

MS RAMSAMY :    I  apologize.    

CHAIRPERSON :   No need at  a l l .    

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you Chai r .   Shal l  we then 

cont inue at  paragraph 32.  

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “Dur ing a meet ing on the 27 t h  o f  May 20 

2025,  Advocate Johnson inst ructed me to 

prepare one umbrel la  sect ion 28(1)  for  a l l  

Cr ime Inte l l igence mat ters instead of  

ind iv idual  sect ion  28(1)  author izat ions for  

d i f ferent  legs of  Pro ject  Divers ion.   I  on ly 
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sent  the draf t  appl icat ion to the Pro ject  

Manager,  Mr Tla le,  on the 3 r d  o f  June 

2025.   I  had a fami ly  emergency to at tend 

to and asked Mr Tla le to  f ina l i ze the 

appl icat ion.   The Commission wi l l  note 

that  the vers ion I  sent  to  Mr Tla le on the  

3 r d  o f  June 2025 was incomplete and was 

basica l ly  an over type of  the sect ion  

28(13)  that  I  had prepared in  December  

2024.   I  added the names of  Mr  P i tout  10 

and Mr Hudson to the sect ion  28(1)  

because at  that  s tage they were a lso 

ident i f ied as persons of  in te rest  in  

Project  Divers ion by the invest igators. ”  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Can we then go to f i le  10 ,  page 

368.   So that  is  the emai l  that  you sent  to  Mr Tla le  who is  

the Pro ject  Manager.   The t i t le  i s  “sect ion 28(1)”  and you 

sent  i t  on the 3 r d  o f  June 2025,  7:42 in  the morning.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And can you just  read what  you 20 

say to h im?  

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “Good morning.   P lease work your  magic  

and send me the  consul tat ion note and 

the PP memo so that  I  can send to the 
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ID.   You are appreciated. ”  

 I  am a terr ib le  fo rmat ter  of  documents so I  send i t  

to  the Pro ject  Manager to  format  for  me before I  submi t  my 

documents to  the ID.   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then you have,  you can see 

the at tachment ,  i t  says “ IDAC new mat ter”  on that  page and 

then f rom 369 is  the vers ion tha t  y ou sent  to  Advocate 

Johnson on the 3 r d  o f  June dated 2 June 2025.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And you say th is  i s  what  you sent  10 

and i t  was an umbrel la  28(1) .   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And what  d id she mean by 

umbrel la  28(1)?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Meaning that  i t  must  be for  a l l  o f  the legs 

ident i f ied in  Divers ion wi th the names that  she had g iven 

me and the two that  I  added because they were l inked.   So 

actual ly  i t  was three.   I f  Commissioners wi l l  look at  3 .5,  3 .6,  

and 3.7,  Commissioners wi l l  a lso see that  my fo rmat t ing  is  

as  I  sa id.   Capta in Mogashwa,  Capta in Hudson and Colonel  20 

P i tout .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You are ahead of  us.   Page 371.    

MS RAMSAMY :    371,  my apologies.   We wi l l  note that  

those were the names that  were added but  the remainder of  

the names stayed as the 28(13) .   
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MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And i f  we go to  page 

…[intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Sor ry,  can I  just  understand.   That  l i s t  

that  you are refer r ing to,  that  i s  paragraph 3.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    You have much more than just  the th ree 

that  you have ment ioned,  P i tou t  and,  P i tout ,  Hudson,  

Mogashwa.   You have other  people as wel l ,  Moyana,  

Sebola,  Van Vuuren,  Madi leng,  Mokwele,  Duvhalo.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Because i t  was an umbrel la  as Advocate  10 

Johnson had said that  i t  needed to inc lude a l l  the  names 

that  were on the  28(13) ,  the only  three names that  were 

added f rom the 28(13)  were the th ree that  I  just  ment ioned.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    I  see.   I  see.   Thank you.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.   And then i f  we go  to 

page 273,  I  mean 373,  372 actual ly ,  under recommendat ion.   

Your draf t  is  s t i l l  re ferr ing to i t  is  recommended that  an  

invest igat ion in  te rms of  sect ion 28(13)  of  the NPA,  so you,  

as you say,  you were real l y  just  over typ ing on your  28(13)  

that  you d id in  December.  20 

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And you had a fami ly  emergency,  

so you sent  i t  to  Mr Tla l i ,  he must  …[ intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    I f  I  can just  expla in.   I  was l i tera l l y  

copying and past ing onto a new document  just  to  change 
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the heading and the date and I  was doing i t  in  the car  wi th 

the laptop on my lap.   So the purpor ted 30 May,  there is  a  

paper t ra i l  o f  when I  sent  the,  an  e lect ronic  t ra i l  o f  when I  

actual ly  sent .   I t  could not  have been s igned on the 30 t h  o f  

May.   And i f  the Commissioners  look at  page 369,  i t  

inc ludes f rom Advocate Santos Mani la l l ,  Act ing Deputy 

Di rector .   The one Advocate Johnson provided to the 

Commission does not  even have that .   I t  just  says State 

Advocate.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    So are you say ing the one she provide d 10 

to us is  a fabr icat ion?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Can I  …[ in tervenes] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Do you know anyth ing about  Advocate 

Johnson 's laptop being lost  in  Namibia,  o r  get t ing lost  in  

Namibia?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes,  at ,  when she at tended …[ intervenes] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    When was that?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  would have been in  January.   I t  was 

when,  i t  was just  as we got  back f rom the consul tat ion wi th 20 

Mr Fadie l ,  Advocate Johnson went  to  the FATF conference.  

I  th ink i t  was in  Windhoek.   And I  was la ter  in fo rmed that  

Advocate Johnson's laptop was sto len at  the a i rpor t .  

CHAIRPERSON :    So ear ly  2025?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  
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CHAIRPERSON :    Def in i te ly  not  in ,  before May 2025 

…[indist inct ] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    The FATF conference took p lace in  

January 2025.   

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight ,  a l l  r ight .   Thank you.   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.   So,  and then can we 

go to 374 of  f i le  10.   Are you there?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes.   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And th is  is  a WhatsApp f rom 

Advocate Johnson,  or  i t  is  actual ly  a WhatsApp on the 3 r d  o f  10 

June 2025 f rom you to Advocate Johnson.   And your  

WhatsApp on the  3 r d  o f  June 2025,  so that  is  the same day 

that  you emai led the document  to  Mr Tla le in  the morning.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You then,  on the 3 r d  o f  June 2025,  

sent  a WhatsApp to Advocate Johnson.   Can you read i t  and 

te l l  us why you were greet ing her  l i ke that?  

MS RAMSAMY :    So on the 27 t h  o f  May 2025,  Advocate 

Johnson ind icated that  she was go ing to leave fo r  Germany.   

She was at tending a conference.   However,  I  was inst ructed 20 

that  even though she was in  Germany,  when my draf t ing  

was done,  I  was to emai l  i t  to  her  so that  she can author ize 

i t .   So when I  say “Guten Tag”,  i t  is  because she is  in  

Germany.   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    P lease read.  
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MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “Guten Tag,  Advocate Johnson.   Trust  

your t r ip  is  going wel l .   I  have emai led 

you a l l  the requis i te  documents.   The last  

supplementary was f i led on Sunday.  

Team has perused and provided input ,  

and the Pro ject  Manager has format ted.   

I  awai t  your  guidance,  correct ions,  and 

inst ruct ions. ”  

 She repl ies:   10 

 “Hi,  we are now in af ternoon session.   

We f in ish at  6  p .m.   Wi l l  t ry  and f in ish  

and send tonight  s t i l l . ”  

 I  say:  

 “Thank you. ”  

 Praying hands.   At  16:03,  Advocate Johnson sends 

me a WhatsApp:  

 “Check your emai l . ”  

 I  rep ly:  

 “Doing so now.   Thank you,  Advocate 20 

Johnson. ”  

 This is  now 16.23.   

 “Thank you,  Advocate Johnson.   Have a  

b lessed evening. ”  

 She repl ies:  
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 “Thanks. ”  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And when she repl ies to  that ,  that  

she sent  i t ,  check your emai ls ,  i t  is  because sh e is  sending 

the documents back to you,  but  not  the 28(1) ,  r ight .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And i f  we can then go to,  we just  

have to see i f  tha t  document  is  in  the bundle,  because i t  is  

some of  the documentat ion that  s t i l l  needed to be inc luded,  

those emai l  exchanges.   I f  you wi l l  just  bear wi th me on the,  

i f  you can go to page 332,  331 my apologies.   10 

MS RAMSAMY :    F i le  10.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    On f i le  10,  yes.   This i s  now a 

response to a d i f ferent  emai l  f rom Advocate Johnson,  but  

s t i l l  on  the 3 r d  o f  June 2025,  because you send the  

documents to  her .   Mr Tla le  sends the documents back to  

you.   I f  we go to page 332,  at  the  bot tom of  page 332 you 

wi l l  see 3 June 2025.   I t  is  f rom Mr Tla le to  you.   The 

subject  is  “Docs” .   He says:  

 “Hi  DR,  sor ry for  the delay.   I f  I  had just  

done i t  once last  n ight .   K ind regards. ”  20 

 Now,  he is  referr ing to documents that  you sent  h im 

on the 2 n d  as wel l .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You sent  h im documents re lat ing to 

the Lushaba mat ter  as wel l .  
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MS RAMSAMY :    The charge sheet ,  the in  consul tat ion note 

and the prosecutor  memo,  correct .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.   And on the 3 r d  you are 

sending the 28(1) .   And he then sends everyth ing  back to 

you in  th is  document  ca l led “Docs” ,  th is  emai l  ca l led “Docs” .   

And you then forward the emai l  on  the top above that  emai l  

f rom him at  332,  can you then read that ,  because then i t  

fo l lows on your WhatsApp to Advocate Johnson.  

MS RAMSAMY :    332 or  …[ intervenes] .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    332 at  the,  just  above Mr Tla le 's  10 

emai l .  

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “Af ternoon Advocate Johnson,  t rust  you 

are wel l .   P lease f ind at tached fo r  your  

correct ion and guidance.   Thank you. ”  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   So when you send that  

emai l  that  is  where you have at tached the 28 and a l l  the 

documents that  Mr Tla le format ted for  you.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect  …[ indist inct ] .    

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then i f  we go to 331,  the 20 

middle of  331,  that  is  where Advocate Johnson responds to 

you on the 3 r d  o f  June,  15:55,  and she has copied 

Annemar ie and Mr Perumal .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And what  does she,  can you read 



    5 AUGUST 2026 – DAY 154 
 

Page 213  o f  224  

 

 

what  does she say?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Subject  docs.   

 “Dru,  I  have perused and corrected a l l  

these documents .   Annemar ie is  act ing  

and I  changed the documents to  her  

name.   Br ian in  h is  statement  under 

paragraph 3 …”  [ in tervenes] .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Paragraph 5.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Paragraph 5.   Wi th regards to th is ,  i t  was 

Advocate Johnson checking,  conf i rming the cor rectness of  10 

Brian Padayachee ’s J50 af f idavi t  for  appl icat ion.   

 “ In  h is  statement  under paragraph 5,  l is t  

the of fenses,  p lease.   Annemar ie,  can 

you p lease s ign the in -consu l tat ion  

memo?  I  have perused i t  proper ly  and 

made the necessary a l te rat ions,  but  do 

not  want  to  s ign  whi le  you are act ing.   

We want  to  do th is ,  we want  th is  to  go to 

Mar ika dur ing the course of  tomorrow,  

p lease.   Once s igned,  Dru wi l l  co l lect  and 20 

take by hand.   I  wi l l  ask that  you cal l  

Mar ika to g ive her  a heads up.   We want  

to  arrest  on Fr iday at  the la test .   Dru,  I  

wi l l  correct  the sect ion 28 and I  wi l l  s ign  

that  as I  usual ly  do even i f  there is  an 
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act ing. ”  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So she is  saying we want  to  arrest  

on Fr iday at  the la test  and then she is  saying,  Dru ,  I  wi l l  

correct  the sect ion 28,  which means that  on the 3 r d  o f  June 

2025,  there was st i l l  not  a s igned sect ion 28(1)  app l icat ion  

or  author izat ion.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And Advocate Johnson was st i l l  in  

Germany at  the t ime.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   She returned the fo l lowing week.  10 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Is  i t  correct  though that  there w as not  

a sect ion 28(1)  for  author izat ion?  We took th is  up wi th  

Advocate Johnson and then she said there was the  

December one,  which was st i l l ,  you know,  operat ional  and 

th is  one was being done fo r  a d i f fe rent  purpose.   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    No,  the December one is  a  28(13) .   

This is  a 28(1) ,  which is  needed fo r  the arrests.   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    For  the arrests.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    28(13) ,  yes.   So there was no,  as 

far  as you were concerned,  there was no 28(1)  in  respect  of  20 

any of  the Cr ime Inte l l igence mat ters  as at  30 May 2025.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect ,  because I  was inst ructed to do i t  

on the 27 t h  o f  May and I  on ly emai led i t  on the 3 r d  o f  June.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So th is  one is  for  the arrests and then 

the one that  you prepared on the  5 t h  o f  December ,  which  
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was s igned on the  6 t h ,  what  was tha t  one for?   

MS RAMSAMY :    That  is  to  a l low IDAC invest igators  to  do a 

pre l iminary invest igat ion.   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So tha t  is  for  the pre l iminary  

invest igat ion and then th is  one is  fo r  the ar rests.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So wi thout  th is  one,  they could not  

ef fect  the arrests.   That  is  why i t  was important .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I  th ink just  to  c lar i f y ,  i t  is  for  an 10 

invest igat ion.   The 28(1)  is  for  an invest igat ion,  but  you 

cannot  go to the ar rest  and enro lment  process i f  you have 

not  done a 28(1)  invest igat ion.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.   So Advocate Johnson needed 

author isat ion for  the 28(1)  invest igat ion in  order  for  there to  

be an enro lment  and warrants of  ar res t  i ssued.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Because you cannot  jump f rom 

28(13) to  enro lment  and arrest .  20 

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So the summonses that  were  issued 

in  February,  remember there were summonses to BMW and 

var ious other  people.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes.   
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ADV KHUMALO SC :    That  was done in  te rms of  28(13)?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Okay.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Or they should have been done in  terms of  

28(13) .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Sor ry,  say that  again?  

MS RAMSAMY :    They should have been done in  terms of  

28(13)  because there was not  a 28(1)  author ised.   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Ja.   Now i f  she wanted the arrests to  

happen on the 7 t h  o f  May,  how cou ld that  have happened i f  10 

there was no 28(1)?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  would have fo l lowed that ,  had I  sa id that  

we were ready to arrest  Mr Lushaba on,  by,  say,  the 5 t h  o f  

May.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Ja.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Exact ly  how I  d id i t  now,  I  would have 

submit ted a 28(1)  wi th  a l l  my accompanying documents fo r  

enro lment .    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    A l l  r ight ,  thank you.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    So what  she,  i t  looks l i ke what  she was 20 

doing,  and correct  me i f  I  am wrong,  wi th  th is  28(1)  now,  

which is  to  author ise an invest igat ion,  we are at  the 3 r d  o f  

June,  and you are going to ef fect  ar rests on the 7 t h ,  i t  was 

real ly  to  t r i ck the  system,  appearances of  we a l ready had 

an invest igat ion author ised on the  3 r d ,  ear l ier ,  and now we 
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are arrest ing when in  fact  in  the in tervening per iod between 

the 3 r d  o f  June,  i f  that  is  when she author ises and the 7 t h ,  

there real l y  wou ld not  have been an invest igat ion because 

you have a l ready done the  invest igat ions wi thout  the 

author isat ion.   Am I  correct  in  that  const ruct ion?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I f  I  can go back to the 27 referra l  I  d id  in  

2023.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    2023.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you.   In  order ,  a f ter  the 

invest igat ion was at  a  level  where  we knew that  there was 10 

suf f i c ient  ev idence to proceed,  mysel f  and the  Deputy 

Di rector  on the mat ter  d id an appl icat ion set t ing out  a l l  the 

evidence to apply fo r  the 28(1)  and then a l l  the  other  

processes,  the f ina l i sat ions of  the  af f idavi ts  and enro lment  

happened.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Here you would not  have had that  

because you have a l ready done your invest igat ion  before  

there was author isat ion.  

MS RAMSAMY :    The 28(1)  should have been done a lo t  

ear l ie r  i f ,  yes.   20 

ADV BALOYI SC :    Ja.   So i t  was being done at  th is  stage 

consider ing that  a date for  a rrest  has a l ready been decided 

and i t  is  just  go ing to be in  a few days '  t ime.   I t  was just  fo r  

appearances of  compl iance,  real ly .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  
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ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.   

CHAIRPERSON :    Regarding the document  of  the 30 t h  o f  

May,  is  i t?   Yes,  because yours is  the 3 r d  o f  June,  the one 

of  the 30 t h  o f  May,  subject  to  what  Ms Johnson,  Advocate  

Johnson wi l l  say ,  because we said we wi l l  g ive  her  an  

opportuni ty  to  respond,  subject  to  what  she says,  i t  looks 

l ike what  she d id,  i f  in  fact  she d id  th is ,  const i tu tes forgery  

and ut te r ing actual ly .   

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes,  and I  cannot  understand why she 

would do i t  in  my name.  10 

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.   Can we then just  go 

back to  your statement .   A t  paragraph 53,  you deal t  wi th  the 

t ra i l ing emai ls ,  the document  provides,  so maybe just  s ta r t  

53 f rom scratch.  

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “ I t  is  c lear  f rom the t ra i l ing emai ls  that  

fo l low thereaf te r ,  inc luding emai ls  f rom 

Advocate Johnson,  that  they cou ld not  

have been assigned sect ion  28(1)  20 

author izat ion on the 30 t h  o f  May 2025.   

The document  provided to  the  

Commission is  a complete fabr icat ion.   

The only other  people who could have 

sent  Advocate  Johnson an appl icat ion for  
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sect ion 28(1)  author izat ion for  Pro ject  

Divers ion are Mr Tla le and Advocate  

Hlatshwayo. ”  

 And I  doubt  that  they d id,  but  they would be best  

p laced to advise  the Commission.   I  cer ta in ly  d id not  

prepare an appl icat ion for  sect ion 28(1)  author izat ion on the 

30 t h  o f  May 2025.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    That  possib i l i t y  of  Ms Hlatshwayo and 

Mr Tla le sending i t ,  i t  does not  ar ise here,  because she 

re l ies on what  i s  in  your  name,  so for  that  author izat ion.    10 

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then,  the next  paragraph is ,  I  

th ink we had explored wi th you why you th ink Advocate  

Johnson would have,  i t  is  not  even backdated because i t  i s  

not  the document  that  you had sent  her  at  a l l .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    But  why that  document  would have 

been produced and dated the 30 t h  o f  May 2025.   And,  in  the 

course of  that  d iscussion,  we had made you aware of  an  20 

af f idavi t  by L ieutenant  Colonel  Khumalo,  about  the devices 

of  Mr Mat la la,  wh ich had been demanded b y IDAC,  and the 

date on which that  was demanded,  and we are going to  

f l ight  i t  on the,  and i f  you could just  read in to the  record  

paragraph 34.   
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MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “What  I  am aware  of  now,  as in formed by 

the Evidence Leaders,  is  that  L ieu tenant  

Colonel  Ntate Khumalo test i f ied that  on  

the 30 t h  o f  May 2025,  at  around 11:30 

a.m. ,  Mr  Perumal  ca l led h im,  and when 

he returned h is ca l l ,  Mr Perumal  

requested the cel lu lar  phones of  Mr 

Vusimuzi  Mat la la  for  downloading.   I  

have been shown th is  af f idavi t  by the  10 

Evidence Leaders in  preparat ion of  th is  

statement .   Accord ing to L ieu tenant  

Colonel  Khumalo 's  af f idavi t ,  Mr Bel lochun 

produced an approved search and 

seizure warrant .   I  do not  know i f  the 

purpor ted 28(1)  author izat ion of  30 May 

2025 and the request  fo r  Mr Mat la la 's  

devices on the same day are connected.   

What  I  do know is  that  a 28(1)  in  respect  

of  the Medicare24 mat ter  was author ized 20 

on the 16 t h  o f  May 2025,  and th is  could 

be used to obta in the downloads for  

Mat la la 's  devices on the 30 t h  o f  May 

2025.   But  as  I  deal  wi th  la ter ,  I  suspect  

that  Advocate Johnson and Mr Perumal  
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knew that  the Medicare24 invest igat ion 

was unlawfu l  f rom incept ion.   They may 

not  have wanted to re ly  on  that  

author izat ion to  obta in Mr Mat la la 's  

devices because of  the unlawfu lness.   I  

deal  wi th  th is  la te r . ”  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I  wi l l  just  d isp lay that  af f idavi t  by 

L ieutenant  Colonel  Khumalo where  he says that  on the 30 t h  

o f  May,  Mr Perumal  contacted h im regard ing obta in ing the  

devices,  and then he says in  another  paragraph that  Mr  10 

Bel lochun showed them the approved,  I  do not  know what  

the re levance is  o f  the approved search and seizure warrant  

to  accused address.   And you deal  wi th  i t  la ter ,  and your 

advice at  some point  o r  your  observat ions that  you made to  

the team at  the t ime on the  Mat la la mat ter  or  the  

Medicare24 mat ter  seems to have been what  they actual ly  

fo l lowed because what  they were going to do in  order  to  get  

those devices f rom SAPS,  you said to  them, you cannot  do  

i t  that  way.   And i t  seems tha t  the way that  you had 

suggested to them was the way that  they fo l lowed.   20 

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect ,  because I  had d istanced mysel f  

f rom th is  mat ter .   I t  was only when I  saw th is  that  I  rea l ized 

that  the advice that  I  had g iven them wi th regards to how 

search warrants o f  th is  nature are supposed to be done was 

fo l lowed,  because pr io r  to  that  they actual ly  just  wanted to 
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go and seize the devices,  the actual  devices,  which  breaks 

chain of  custody.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And that  you only found out  that  

they fo l lowed your suggest ion when you saw the af f id avi t  o f  

L ieutenant  Colonel  Khumalo,  and what  he descr ibes is  what  

you had suggested to them at  the t ime.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   Conf i rmed.   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  thank you.   Is  there anyth ing 

e lse you want  to  say on th is  top ic of  the 28(1)  before I  ask 

the Chai r  i f  we can adjourn fo r  now?  10 

MS RAMSAMY :    I  want  an age analys is,  an ink age 

analys is of  that  28(1)  s ignature.   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    On Advocate  Johnson's  30  May 

…[intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Johnson’s,  because real ly ,  th is ,  no t  only i s  

Advocate Johnson deceiv ing the Commission,  she is  

throwing a jun ior  under the bus.   What  k ind of  leadership is  

that?  I s  that  real ly  leadership?  And now I  am speaking 

f rom emot ion.   

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.   Thank you,  Ms 20 

Ramsamy.    

CHAIRPERSON :    I  am not  an expert  in  the f ie ld ,  but  I  doubt  

that  a th ree -day d i f ference would be of  assistance.    

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Wel l ,  Chai r ,  you assume tha t  i t  is  a  

three-day d i f fe rence.   
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MS RAMSAMY :    No,  actual ly ,  Chai r ,  we have done one 

where we could determine that  i t  was a …[ intervenes] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    I  hear  you.   I  hear  you.  

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Chai r .   That  is  the 

evidence of  Ms Ramsamy for  now.   We wi l l  ad journ to a 

date to  be advised,  Chai r .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Okay.   We are not  done wi th your 

test imony,  so i t  is  being postponed to a date  to  be 

determined.   But  we do have a wi tness tomorrow,  so  we 

adjourn unt i l  9 :30  tomorrow morning.   10 

MS SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Chai r .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Let  us adjourn.  

INQUIRY POSTPONED TO 6 AUGUST 2026  

INQUIRY ADJOURNS 

-- - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
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